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The cosmology of metric-affine gravity is studied for the general, parity preserving action quadratic in cur-
vature, torsion and non-metricity. The model contains 27 a priori independent couplings in addition to the
Einstein constant. Linear and higher order relations between the quadratic operators in a Friedmann–Lemaître–
Robertson–Walker spacetime are obtained, along with the modified Friedmann, torsion and non-metricity equa-
tions. Extra parameter constraints lead to two special branches of the model. Firstly, a branch is found in which
the Riemannian spatial curvature (thought to be slightly closed or flat in the ΛCDM model of our Universe) is
entirely screened from all the field equations, regardless of its true value. Secondly, an integrable branch is found
which yields (anti) de Sitter expansion at late times. The particle spectra of these two branches are studied, and
the need to eliminate higher-spin particles as well as ghosts and tachyons motivates further parameter constraints
in each case. The most general model is also found which reproduces the exact Friedmann equations of general
relativity. The full set of equations describing closed, open or flat cosmologies, for general parity-even quadratic
metric-affine gravity, is made available for SymPy, Mathematica and Maple platforms.
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I. Introduction

Reformulation of gravity — Metric-affine gravity
(MAG) [1–8] is a natural generalisation of Einstein’s gen-
eral relativity (GR) [9]. MAG assumes that the connection,
uniquely defined in GR as the Levi–Civita connection, is an
independent dynamical variable in addition to the metric. A
completely general affine connection endows the spacetime
with non-Riemannian geometric properties beyond the Rie-
mannian curvature of GR, namely torsion and non-metricity,
see Fig. 1 for an illustration. MAG can be motivated as a nat-
ural extension of the theory of elastic continua in three dimen-
sions (which describes deformations beyond curvature) to a
four-dimensional spacetime [1, 10–12]. The conjugate source
of the affine connection, the hypermomentum, is equivalently
the source for torsion and non-metricity [3, 10, 12–14]. In
this framework, not only does gravitation represent a ‘metri-
cal elasticity’ of space [15], but it also possesses torsional and
non-metric degrees of freedom (d.o.f) generated by the mi-
crostructure of matter, for which GR has no equivalent. Since
its inception [16], MAG has had many applications and has re-
ceived interest in a range of areas (see reviews [1, 8]). In par-
ticular today, the phenomenology of torsion and non-metricity
couplings in the standard model of particle physics is an area
of active focus [17–19].

Motivation for replacing GR — While GR is an ex-
tremely successful physical theory of gravitation and has
passed many experimental and observational tests to high pre-
cision, in isolation it fails to account for certain phenomena.
Chief among these are the strongly accelerated expansion of
the early Universe [20, 21], and the enhancement of gravity
across a range of astrophysical and cosmological scales [22].
Accordingly, a separate inflationary mechanism is sought af-
ter, along with a feebly-interacting dust-like ingredient in the
concordance model of cosmology: the dark-energy-cold-dark-
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FIG. 1. Left: the effect of the curvature in Eq. (6) – the rotation
of a vector after parallel transport in a closed loop. Centre: the ef-
fect of torsion in Eq. (4) – non-closure of infinitesimal parallelograms
formed from parallely-transported vectors. Right: the effect of non-
metricity in Eq. (5) – the change in vector norm under parallel trans-
port.

matter (ΛCDM) paradigm [23, 24]. Despite being the ‘best
fit’ model, there have been some suggestions in recent years
that ΛCDM may itself be in tension with observations [25–
27]. Underpinning theΛCDM model are the Friedmann equa-
tions, which describe the background expansion of the Uni-
verse when GR is coupled to matter-like sources, along with
the theory of perturbations around this background. By mod-
ifying GR, so the Friedmann and perturbation equations are
themselves modified: there is some hope that the resulting
phenomenology will lead to a less ad hoc cosmological model
than ΛCDM, or one with fewer tensions.

A very general geometry — Non-Riemannian models of-
fer a natural alternative to GR. For two very special cases,
GR itself can be equivalently formulated with vanishing curva-
ture using either only torsion, or only non-metricity (all other
quantities in Fig. 1 vanishing). These are called the teleparal-
lel and symmetric-teleparallel equivalents of GR (TEGR [28]
and STEGR).1 Together with Riemannian GR, these three for-
mulations are frequently referred to as the ‘geometrical trin-
ity’ of gravity [30]. However, the geometry does not have
to be thus restricted. An admixture of geometries is found
in Weyl spacetime [31, 32], which admits part of the general
non-metricity tensor in addition to curvature. A more substan-
tial extension is to Riemann–Cartan spacetime [33–39], where
the full torsion is instead admitted: models with this geom-
etry may be thought of as examples of Poincaré gauge the-
ory (PGT), where the gauge-theoretic structure is motivated by
graivtational coupling to spinorial matter [40–42]. By blend-
ing the Weyl and Riemann–Cartan spacetimes, models of dy-
namical Weyl–Cartan spacetime may be thought of as exam-
ples of Weyl gauge theory (WGT) [43]. At the most general
level, however, MAG encompasses all these non-Riemannian
geometries, and specialises to them depending on properties
of the connection.

A very general Lagrangian — The choice of geome-
try is not the only consideration when constructing a non-
Riemannian model: one must also select the operators which
appear in the action. Quadratic gravity (QG) is the class of the-

1 There is also the generalized teleparallel gravity with both torsion and non-
metricity [29].

ories in Riemannian geometry that model gravity with an ac-
tion up to quadratic order in curvature [44]. It is closely related
to quadratic MAG (QMAG), in which operators quadratic in
torsion and non-metricity are also included [4]. Classically,
QMAG is a straightforward extension of QG, being indistin-
guishable from Riemannian quadratic gravity coupled (albeit
in a highly non-minimal way) to torsion and non-metricity ten-
sors, which can be thought of as extra matter fields. QG is
a generic expectation of GR as a low-energy effective field
theory [45–48]: the same may possibly be true of QMAG,
though investigations into the non-Riemannian quantum the-
ory are still relatively nascent [7, 49–52].2 Famously, unitarity
is not a general feature of the QG theory-space, according to
the standard definition of ghost modes [44]. The particle spec-
trum of QMAG is much richer than that of QG: without care-
ful tuning the linear spectrum is also blighted by ghosts and
tachyons [7, 53–98], though these are not generally the same
species which spoil QG. Moreover, there is a particular danger
in QMAG that the linear spectrum is not a faithful represen-
tation of the general degrees of freedom that are propagating:
some modes may become strongly coupled near Minkowski
spacetime [5, 58, 95, 99–122].

In this work — We obtain background cosmology of
QMAG, with the arbitrary but pragmatic restriction that
parity-violating operators are excluded. Indeed, parity is not a
good quantum number, but given a particular non-Riemannian
geometry it is common to first explore the quadratic theory
in the parity-preserving case, following up the investigation
with the parity-violating extension. Cosmology has been ex-
tensively studied in various kinds of non-Riemannian geom-
etry, see [3, 123–128] (also [60] and references therein). Re-
cent investigations into the full MAG geometry show a diverse
collection of phenomena [128, 129], particularly when includ-
ing the hypermomentum as a source [123]. Despite these ad-
vances, the full QMAG action remains unexplored. The rest
of this work is structured as follows. In Section II we set out
the MAG formalism and discuss our methods. In Section III
we obtain the cosmological equations and discuss their struc-
ture. In Section IV we motivate two special cases of QMAG
by their cosmology, and use linearised particle spectroscopy
near Minkowski spacetime to further constrain them. Conclu-
sions follow in Section V, along with technical appendices.
We work in natural units 𝑐 ≡ ℏ ≡ 1. Further conventions are
introduced as needed.

II. Theoretical development

Having motivated MAG in Section I, we will define our con-
ventions for the 64 extra kinematic d.o.f implied by metric-
affine geometry (relative to the ten d.o.f present in the Rieman-
nian case) in Section II A. In Section II B will then understand

2 An immediate objection to QMAG being quantum in origin is that the
low-energy effective theory of a dynamical connection should be a priori
spanned by a much larger basis of operators than those which can be formed
from the squares of curvature, torsion and non-metricity.
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how the restriction to an isotropic and homogeneous cosmol-
ogy eliminates all but five of these.

A. Metric-affine geometry

Our notation mainly follows [3]. A non-Riemannian space-
time is a differentiable manifold equipped with a symmetric
metric 𝑔𝜇𝜈 of signature (−,+,+,+) and an independent affine
connection Γ𝜆𝜇𝜈 , where the covariant derivative ∇𝜇 of some
tensor field 𝑋𝜇

𝜈 is
∇𝛼𝑋

𝜇
𝜈 ≡ 𝜕𝛼𝑋

𝜇
𝜈 − Γ𝜆𝜈𝛼𝑋

𝜇
𝜆 + Γ𝜇𝜆𝛼𝑋

𝜆
𝜈 . (1)

Since the difference of two connections is always a tensor, the
deviation of the affine connection from the unique, symmet-
ric and metric-compatible Levi–Civita connection Γ̃𝜆𝜇𝜈 gives
the 4 × 4 × 4 = 64 new d.o.f (i.e. the components of an asym-
metric rank-three four-tensor) of the distortion tensor

𝑁𝜆
𝜇𝜈 ≡ Γ𝜆𝜇𝜈 − Γ̃𝜆𝜇𝜈 , (2)

where Γ̃𝜆𝜇𝜈 is explicitly given by the Christoffel formula

Γ̃𝜆𝜇𝜈 ≡
1
2
𝑔𝛼𝜆

(

𝜕𝜇𝑔𝜇𝜈 + 𝜕𝜈𝑔𝛼𝜇 − 𝜕𝛼𝑔𝜇𝜈
)

. (3)
From this point onwards, quantities with a tilde over them will
denote Riemannian parts derived from Γ̃𝜆𝜇𝜈 unless stated oth-
erwise. It is possible to derive two non-Riemannian quantities
from the affine connection: the torsion and the non-metricity.
The torsion tensor is defined to be the antisymmetric part of
the connection, with 4 × 6 = 24 d.o.f

𝑇 𝜆
𝜇𝜈 ≡ Γ𝜆[𝜇𝜈] ≡ 𝑁𝜆

[𝜇𝜈] . (4)
The torsion in Eq. (4) can be said to measure the non-closure of
infinitesimal parallelograms formed from parallel transport of
tangents along two intersecting paths (see the central diagram
in Fig. 1). The non-metricity tensor with 4 × 10 = 40 d.o.f
is defined as the degree to which the metricity condition is vi-
olated by the independent connection (see rightmost diagram
in Fig. 1)

𝑄𝛼𝜇𝜈 ≡ −∇𝛼𝑔𝜇𝜈 ≡ 2𝑁(𝜇𝜈)𝛼 . (5)
The second equality of Eq. (5) follows from expanding the co-
variant derivative into the connection using Eq. (1), and then
expanding the connection using Eq. (2). The Levi–Civita con-
nection in Eq. (3) uniquely cancels all but the non-Riemannian
contributions. This post-Riemannian decomposition (PRD)
— whereby the original Palatini variables

{

𝑔𝜇𝜈 ,Γ
𝜆
𝜇𝜈

}

are
superseded by

{

𝑔𝜇𝜈 , 𝑁
𝜆
𝜇𝜈

}

or
{

𝑔𝜇𝜈 , 𝑇
𝜆
𝜇𝜈 , 𝑄𝜆𝜇𝜈

}

through a
simple field reparameterisation — will be used throughout our
investigations.

Curvature is defined as the failure of covariant derivatives
to commute (see leftmost diagram in Fig. 1). The non-
Riemannian curvature tensor is

𝑅𝜇
𝜈𝜌𝜎 ≡ 𝜕𝜌Γ𝜇𝜈𝜎 − 𝜕𝜎Γ𝜇𝜈𝜌 + Γ𝜏𝜈𝜎Γ

𝜇
𝜏𝜌 − Γ𝜏𝜈𝜌Γ

𝜇
𝜏𝜎 . (6)

Note that, unlike in the Riemannian case, the non-Riemannian
curvature is only antisymmetric in its last two indices. By
plugging Eq. (2) into Eq. (6) the post-Riemannian decompo-
sition of the curvature tensor is found to be

𝑅𝜇
𝜈𝜌𝜎 ≡ �̃�𝜇

𝜈𝜌𝜎 + ∇̃𝜌𝑁
𝜇
𝜈𝜎 − ∇̃𝜎𝑁

𝜇
𝜈𝜌

+𝑁𝜏
𝜈𝜎𝑁

𝜇
𝜏𝜌 −𝑁𝜏

𝜈𝜌𝑁
𝜇
𝜏𝜎 .

(7)

Without using the metric, two independent contractions of the
curvature can be defined

𝑅𝜇𝜈 ≡ 𝑅𝛼
𝜇𝛼𝜈 , �̂�𝜇𝜈 ≡ 𝑅𝛼

𝛼𝜇𝜈 . (8)
The former is the Ricci tensor and the latter is the homoth-
etic curvature. A third tensor — the co-Ricci — is defined
as �̌�𝜇

𝜌 ≡ 𝑅𝜇
𝜈𝜎𝜌𝑔𝜈𝜎 . The Ricci scalar remains uniquely de-

fined, since
𝑅 ≡ 𝑅𝜇𝜈𝑔

𝜇𝜈 ≡ −�̌�𝜇𝜈𝑔
𝜇𝜈 ≡ −𝑅 𝛼

𝜇 𝛼𝜈𝑔
𝜇𝜈 , (9)

meanwhile the homothetic curvature in Eq. (8) is traceless due
to its antisymmetry �̂�𝜇𝜈𝑔

𝜇𝜈 ≡ 0. Note that the notation and in-
dex conventions here are different to [4]. The latter two traces
of the Riemann tensor do not exist in Riemannian geometry
due to the index symmetry �̃�𝛼𝛽𝜇𝜈 ≡ −�̃�𝛽𝛼𝜇𝜈 . Consequently,
we have �̂�𝜇𝜈 ≡ �̃�𝛼

𝛼𝜇𝜈 ≡ 0 and �̌�𝜇𝜈 ≡ �̃� 𝛼
𝜇 𝛼𝜈 ≡ −�̃�𝜇𝜈 in the

Riemannian limit.
It is also useful to define non-Riemannian four-vectors us-

ing the torsion and non-metricity. Based on Eqs. (4) and (5)
the torsion forms one vector and the non-metricity forms two
vectors:

𝑡𝜇 ≡ 𝑇 𝜆
𝜇𝜆 , 𝑄𝛼 ≡ 𝑄𝛼𝜇𝜈𝑔

𝜇𝜈 , 𝑞𝛼 ≡ 𝑄𝜇𝜈𝛼𝑔
𝜇𝜈 . (10)

Note that Eq. (10) omits the axial vector 𝜖𝜇𝛼𝛽𝛾𝑇 𝛼𝛽𝛾 , which will
not need a separate notation in this work. The non-metricity
does not form an axial vector because of its index symmetries.
Having defined the basic geometric ingredients, their explicit
forms in a cosmological setting can be introduced.

B. Background cosmology

We will now introduce the Friedmann–Lemaître–Robertson–
Walker (FLRW) metric in the context of MAG, giving the
forms of non-Riemannian ingredients from Section II A in an
FLRW coordinate basis derived from the assumed symmetries
of the spacetime. The line element in a spatially flat FLRW
spacetime is given by

d𝑠2 = −d𝑡2 + 𝑎2
[

d𝑟2 + 𝑟2
(

dθ2 + sin2(θ)dϕ2)] , (11)
in spatially co-moving spherical polar coordinates, where the
dimensionless scale factor 𝑎 ≡ 𝑎(𝑡) is normalised to unity at
the current epoch. In Sections II C and III, a minisuperspace
method will be used to extract the background dynamics, and
for this a ‘lapse-like’ function 𝑏 ≡ 𝑏(𝑡) will be introduced,
alongside 𝑎. This is done so that the action can then be varied
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with respect to 𝑎 and 𝑏 separately, setting 𝑏 to unity afterwards
as a choice of time gauge. With the inclusion of the ‘lapse-like’
function, Eq. (11) becomes

d𝑠2 = −𝑏2d𝑡2 + 𝑎2
[

d𝑟2 + 𝑟2
(

dθ2 + sin2(θ)dϕ2)] . (12)
The co-moving observer in a homogeneous, isotropic Universe
has four-velocity 𝑢𝜇𝑢

𝜇 ≡ −1. Based on this velocity, a projec-
tion tensor can be defined as

𝑃𝜇𝜈 ≡ 𝑔𝜇𝜈 + 𝑢𝜇𝑢𝜈 . (13)
The conditions of homogeneity and isotropy imply that, of the
64 d.o.f in Eq. (2), only five remain. We parameterise these
using the ‘scalars’ {𝑋, 𝑌 ,𝑍, 𝑉 ,𝑊 }, which depend only on
cosmic time 𝑡 so that 𝑋 ≡ 𝑋(𝑡), etc. Using Eq. (13) these
scalars are distributed according to

𝑁𝜆𝜇𝜈 ≡ 𝑋 𝑃𝜇𝜈 𝑢𝜆 + 𝑌 𝑃𝜈𝜆 𝑢𝜇
+𝑍 𝑃𝜇𝜆 𝑢𝜈 + 𝑉 𝑢𝜆𝑢𝜇𝑢𝜈 +𝑊 𝜖𝜆𝜇𝜈𝜅𝑢

𝜅 .
(14)

Equally, with Eqs. (4) and (5) we see that Eq. (14) becomes
𝑄𝛼𝜇𝜈 ≡ 2𝑍𝑢𝛼𝑃𝜇𝜈 + 2 (𝑋 + 𝑌 )𝑃𝛼(𝜇 𝑢𝜈) + 2𝑉 𝑢𝛼𝑢𝜇𝑢𝜈 , (15a)
𝑇𝛼𝜇𝜈 ≡ (𝑌 +𝑍) 𝑢[𝜇𝑃𝜈]𝛼 +𝑊 𝜖𝜇𝜈𝛼𝜌𝑢

𝜌. (15b)
The restrictions in Eqs. (14), (15a) and (15b) may be for-
mally derived from the vanishing of the Lie derivative — see
e.g. [3, 126, 130] — however they are also self-evident. In-
deed, it follows in cosmology that only the spin-zero parts of
the tensor field 𝑁𝜆

𝜇𝜈 may contribute to the dynamics. As is
well known, an asymmetric tensor of third rank contains five
spin-zero modes, one of negative parity (𝑊 in this notation)
and all the others of positive parity. Thus, Eqs. (14), (15a)
and (15b) constitute the spin-zero part of the spin-parity de-
composition of the distortion tensor. This decomposition is
used for, example, in the canonical analysis, where the ana-
logue of 𝑢𝜇 is provided by the normal to the space-like hyper-
surfaces. As will be shown in Appendix C, this decomposi-
tion is also used in the study of the particle spectrum, where
the analogue of 𝑢𝜇 is provided by 𝑛𝜇 ≡ 𝑘𝜇∕𝑘 for 𝑘2 ≡ 𝑘𝜇𝑘

𝜇

and 𝑘𝜇 the four-momentum of the (massive) particles. The
same principle applies to the metric: it is well known that a
symmetric tensor of second rank contains two scalars, both of
positive parity. This is the reason why we need the two vari-
ables {𝑎, 𝑏} in Eq. (12) for a lossless minisuperspace reduc-
tion. As a final comment before using these definitions, it will
be useful for us to define the following combination of distor-
tion scalars

𝑈 ≡ 𝑉 +𝑍, (16)
for various results in Appendix B.

C. The Einstein–Hilbert case

Having restricted to cosmology in Section II B we will com-
pute the background cosmological equations for the minimal

case of MAG, in which the Lagrangian density comprises only
the Einstein–Hilbert term

𝑆 = 1
2𝜅 ∫ d4𝑥

√

−𝑔 𝑅. (17)
The first method to obtain the Friedmann equations is covari-
antly, via field equations. We will work with the PRD and
separately vary Eq. (17) with respect to the distortion and the
metric
𝛿𝑆 = 1

2𝜅 ∫ d4𝑥
√

−𝑔 𝛿𝑔𝜇𝜈
[

�̃�𝜇𝜈 −
1
2
𝑔𝜇𝜈 �̃� +

(

𝑁𝜎
𝜆𝜎𝑁

𝜆
𝜇𝜈

−𝑁𝜎
𝜆𝜈𝑁

𝜆
𝜇𝜎

)

− 1
2
𝑔𝜇𝜈𝑔

𝛼𝛽(𝑁𝜎
𝜆𝜎𝑁

𝜆
𝛼𝛽

−𝑁𝜎
𝜆𝛽𝑁

𝜆
𝛼𝜎

)

]

+
√

−𝑔 𝛿𝑁𝜎
𝜅𝛾

[

𝛿𝛾𝜎𝑁
𝜅𝛼

𝛼

+ 𝑔𝜅𝛾𝑁𝛼
𝜎𝛼 −𝑁𝜅𝛾

𝜎 −𝑁𝛾 𝜅
𝜎

]

. (18)
On shell we take 𝛿𝑆 = 0 so that Eq. (18) yields the field equa-
tions

�̃�𝜇𝜈 −
1
2
𝑔𝜇𝜈 �̃� +𝐷𝜇𝜈 −

1
2
𝑔𝜇𝜈𝐷

𝛼
𝛼 = 0, (19a)

𝛿𝛾𝜎𝑁
𝜅𝛼

𝛼 + 𝑔𝜅𝛾𝑁𝛼
𝜎𝛼 −𝑁𝜅𝛾

𝜎 −𝑁𝛾 𝜅
𝜎 = 0, (19b)

where 𝐷𝜇𝜈 ≡ 2 𝑁𝜆
𝜇[𝜈|𝑁

𝜎
𝜆|𝜎] . Referring back to the line el-

ement in Eq. (11) and the cosmological form of the distor-
tion Eq. (14), the FLRW component forms of these equations
simplify to give

𝐻 = 𝑊 = 𝑋 = 𝑌 = 𝑉 +𝑍 = 0, (20)
where 𝐻 ≡ 𝐻(𝑡) is the Hubble parameter defined as 𝐻 ≡
�̇�∕𝑎, and an over-dot will always denote differentiation with
respect to the cosmic time 𝑡, so that �̇� ≡ d𝑎∕d𝑡. Recall that
the ‘lapse-like’ function introduced in Eq. (12) is set to unity
throughout. Note that Eq. (20) agrees with a well known result
in MAG: an action linear in the Ricci scalar should return the
same dynamics as normal GR in a vacuum. Note however that
there is one d.o.f between 𝑉 and 𝑍 (namely 𝑈 ) which is left
unconstrained by Eq. (20). We will show in Section III C that
this is a result of the invariance of Eq. (17) under the projective
transformation

Γ𝜆𝜇𝜈 → Γ𝜆𝜇𝜈 + 𝛿𝜆𝜇𝜉𝜈 , (21)
where 𝜉𝜈 ≡ 𝜉𝜈 (𝑥) is an arbitrary local four-vector gauge gen-
erator [4, 131].

The second method of calculating the Friedmann equations
is to use the minisuperspace3 method (or Weyl method). This

3 The term ‘minisuperspace’ comes from quantum cosmology, when con-
sidering the full gravitational path integral. Instead of integrating over all
components of the metric 𝑔𝜇𝜈 ≡ 𝑔𝜇𝜈 (𝑥), an approximation can be made
by assuming the off-diagonal components to vanish, and and the remaining
components to be functions only of 𝑡, thereby reducing the number of fields
to two – the ‘lapse-like’ and ‘shift-like’ functions. Including the ‘lapse-
like’ function is what allows for time reparameterisation invariance, and its
variation yields a constraint equation.
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method can be adapted to classical cosmology [132, 133], it
involves imposing Eqs. (12), (14), (15a) and (15b) first, before
taking variational derivatives. The three-dimensional space-
like hypersurfaces are integrated out of the original action with
an appropriate cut-off to give a fiducial volume. In general, the
imposition of constraints on the fields prior to variations is not
guaranteed to lead to the correct equations of motion, since
the two operations do not commute. However, for Bianchi
class A cosmological models, the method holds as guaranteed
by Palais’ principle of symmetric criticality [134–137] and
since the metric here fulfills the requirements4 we can proceed
to obtain the correct equations of motion. The Ricci scalar in
a metric-affine FLRW spacetime is

𝑅 = 3

[

2
(

�̈�
𝑎𝑏2

+
( �̇�
𝑎𝑏

)2
− �̇��̇�

𝑎𝑏3

)

+ 3 �̇�
𝑎𝑏

(𝑋 − 𝑌 )

+ 1
𝑏
(�̇� − �̇� ) + (𝑋 + 𝑌 )(𝑉 +𝑍) − 2𝑋𝑌 − 2𝑊 2

]

.

(22)

Now, using also √

−𝑔 = 𝑎3𝑏, we can use Eq. (22) to write the
Lagrangian density in Eq. (17) as

𝑆 ∝ ∫ d𝑡
[

𝑎3𝑏
(

(𝑋 + 𝑌 )(𝑍 + 𝑉 ) − 2𝑋𝑌 − 2𝑊 2)

− 2𝑎�̇�
2

𝑏
+ 𝑑

𝑑𝑡

[

2𝑎
2�̇�
𝑏

+ 𝑎3(𝑋 − 𝑌 )
]

]

, (23)
where the proportionality holds up to constants and the fiducial
volume. Note that in Eq. (23) the last term can be dropped,
since this is a total derivative. Variation with respect to the
minisuperspace field variables {𝑎, 𝑏,𝑋, 𝑌 ,𝑍, 𝑉 ,𝑊 } gives us
seven (or six independent) equations, respectively

6𝐻2 + 4�̇� = 6𝑊 2 + 6𝑋𝑌 − 3 (𝑋 + 𝑌 ) (𝑉 +𝑍) ,

2𝐻2 = 2𝑊 2 + 2𝑋𝑌 − (𝑋 + 𝑌 ) (𝑉 +𝑍) ,
𝑉 +𝑍 = 2𝑌 , 𝑉 +𝑍 = 2𝑋, 𝑋 + 𝑌 = 0,

𝑋 + 𝑌 = 0, 𝑊 = 0.

(24)

Collectively, Eq. (24) simplify to yield precisely Eq. (20),
showing that the covariant and minisuperspace methods are
consistent.

III. Structure of the field equations

As discussed in Section I, it is interesting to consider the
most general action quadratic in curvature, torsion, and non-
metricity, i.e. QMAG. The QMAG action is given by5

𝑆 = −1
2 ∫ d4𝑥

√

−𝑔

[

− 𝑎0𝑅 + 𝑅𝜌𝜎𝜇𝜈
(

𝑐1𝑅𝜌𝜎𝜇𝜈 + 𝑐2𝑅𝜎𝜌𝜇𝜈

4 The metric ansatz in Eq. (12) meets the conditions in [135, 136].
5 Note that the couplings {𝑐1,… , 𝑐16

} and {

𝑎0,… , 𝑎11
} are carefully tuned

so as to be identical to those in [4]. Since our conventions for the geometry
itself, as set out in Section II A, follow [3] instead of [4], there are apparent
sign changes in front two terms.

+ 𝑐3𝑅𝜇𝜈𝜌𝜎 + 𝑐4𝑅𝜇𝜎𝜌𝜈 + 𝑐5𝑅𝜇𝜌𝜎𝜈 + 𝑐6𝑅𝜌𝜇𝜎𝜈

)

+ 𝑐7𝑅
𝜇𝜈𝑅𝜇𝜈

+ 𝑐8𝑅
𝜇𝜈𝑅𝜈𝜇 + 𝑐9�̌�

𝜇𝜈�̌�𝜇𝜈 + 𝑐10�̌�
𝜇𝜈�̌�𝜈𝜇 + 𝑐11𝑅

𝜇𝜈�̌�𝜇𝜈

+ 𝑐12𝑅
𝜇𝜈�̌�𝜈𝜇 + 𝑐13�̂�

𝜇𝜈�̂�𝜇𝜈 − 𝑐14𝑅
𝜇𝜈�̂�𝜇𝜈 − 𝑐15�̂�

𝜇𝜈�̌�𝜇𝜈

+ 𝑐16𝑅
2 + 4𝑎1𝑇 𝜇𝜈𝜌𝑇𝜇𝜈𝜌 + 4𝑎2𝑇 𝜇𝜈𝜌𝑇𝜈𝜇𝜌 + 4𝑎3𝑡𝜇𝑡𝜇

+ 𝑎4𝑄
𝜇𝜈𝜌𝑄𝜇𝜈𝜌 + 𝑎5𝑄

𝜇𝜈𝜌𝑄𝜈𝜇𝜌 + 𝑎6𝑄
𝜇𝑄𝜇 + 𝑎7𝑞

𝜇𝑞𝜇

+ 𝑎8𝑄
𝜇𝑞𝜇 + 2𝑎9𝑄𝜇𝜈𝜌𝑇𝜈𝜌𝜇 + 2

(

𝑎10𝑄
𝜇 + 𝑎11𝑞

𝜇
)

𝑡𝜇

]

. (25)

This action has many parameters and is very cumbersome;
therefore, the goal of Section III A will be to make it as hy-
gienic as possible to work with.

A. Reduced couplings for cosmology

As in Section II C, the action in Eq. (25) can be reduced by us-
ing the FLRW forms of tensors which were introduced in Sec-
tion II B. The large symmetry of the cosmological ansatz re-
stricts the forms of the operators in the action, causing some
to vanish and others to be related to each other. Accordingly,
we will next obtain the reduced couplings in Eq. (30). Be-
fore quoting these results, however, we will discuss the formal
procedure for obtaining them.

We define the operators of dimensions four and two as be-
ing respectively C𝑖 ≡ 𝛿𝑆∕𝛿𝑐𝑖 and A𝑖 ≡ 𝛿𝑆∕𝑎𝑖 for all rele-
vant 𝑖. The operators are hexic polynomials in {

𝗑1,… , 𝗑13
}

≡
{

𝑋, 𝑌 ,𝑍, 𝑉 ,𝑊 , �̇�, �̇� , �̇� , 𝑎−1, �̇�, �̈�, 𝑏−1, �̇�
} with rational co-

efficients. For QMAG, the problem of extracting from
the {

𝑐1,… , 𝑐16
} and {

𝑎0,… , 𝑎11
} some minimal set of cou-

plings relevant to the background cosmology is evidently re-
lated to finding all non-trivial solutions for {

𝜒1,… , 𝜒16
}

and {

𝛼0,… , 𝛼11
} to the equations
16
∑

𝑖=1
𝜒𝑖C𝑖 ≡ 0,

11
∑

𝑖=0
𝛼𝑖A𝑖 ≡ 0. (26)

The problem in Eq. (26) is linear: its non-linear generalisa-
tion in commutative algebra is the so-called ideal of relations
for each of the algebraically dependent sets {C1 ,… ,C16 }and {A0 ,… ,A11 } [138]. This latter problem is not rele-
vant to QMAG, having instead applications to quartic or hexic
MAG and beyond.6 Nonetheless, the full ideal of relations
can be obtained with surprisingly little effort using computer
algebra techniques, and so we use two such techniques to
solve Eq. (26).

A Gröbner basis technique was used for the {A0 ,… ,A11
}.

We introduce new indeterminates {

𝖺0,… , 𝖺11
}, and ascribe

6 Moreover, quartic and hexic MAG are additionally spanned by many more
operators which are not complete squares of the QMAG operators, in addi-
tion to cubic operators and quintic operators.
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a monomial elimination order such that for any 𝑖 and 𝑗 we
have 𝗑𝑖 ≻ 𝖺𝑗 . With this order, we compute the Gröbner ba-
sis for the ideal ⟨𝖺0 − A0 ,… , 𝖺11 − A11

⟩, which is a sub-
set of the polynomial ring ℚ

[

𝗑1,… , 𝗑13, 𝖺0,… , 𝖺11
] over the

rationals. By dropping all elements of this basis which refer
explicitly to the {

𝗑1,… , 𝗑13
}, so the ideal of relations is ob-

tained. Those elements of the ideal of relations which are lin-
ear in the {

𝖺0,… , 𝖺11
} evidently solve for the {

𝛼0,… 𝛼11
}

in Eq. (26), once the identifications 𝖺𝑖 ≡ A𝑖 are made for all 𝑖.
Using the Mathematica function GroebnerBasis, we find the
three relations

A1 + A2 − A3 ≡ 0, 3A9 + A10 − A11 ≡ 0,
3A4 − 3A5 − A6 − A7 + 2A8 ≡ 0.

(27)

Consequently, of the 11 original non-Riemannian operators, it
follows from Eq. (27) that only eight are independent. These
relations are consistent with the results in [128]. The non-
linear extension also reveals a fourth, quartic relation: this is
shown in Eq. (A1).

The GroebnerBasis implementation was not powerful
enough for the {

C1 ,… ,C16
}. An alternative method for

finding the ideal of relations is to find the kernel of the ring
map 𝐹 ∶ ℚ[C1 ,… ,C16 ] → ℚ[𝗑1,… , 𝗑13], i.e. those ele-
ments which map to zero, since these are the polynomial func-
tions of the {C1 ,… ,C16

} which identically vanish. An algo-
rithm implemented in Macaulay2 [139] finds

C16 − C1 − 2C2 − C6 − 4C5 − C4 + 6C12 + C3 ≡ 0,

C8 − C1 − C2 − C6 − 2C5 − C4 + 2C12 + C10 ≡ 0,
C7 − C8 ≡ C9 − C10 ≡ C11 − C12 ≡ 0,

C13 ≡ C14 ≡ C15 ≡ 0. (28)

This implementation finds in addition to Eq. (28) two extra
relations in Eqs. (A2) and (A3) which apply to quartic MAG,
and one invariant in Eq. (A4) which applies to hexic MAG. The
final three relations in Eq. (28) follow by construction because
the homothetic curvature �̂�𝜇𝜈 ≡ 0 is defined to be the Maxwell
operator for the Weyl vector, and the Maxwell tensor always
vanishes in cosmology. Similarly, the third, fourth and fifth
relations in Eq. (28) are equivalent to

𝑅[�̄��̄�]𝑅[�̄��̄�] ≡ �̌�[�̄��̄�]�̌�[�̄��̄�] ≡ 𝑅[�̄��̄�]�̌�[�̄��̄�] ≡ 0, (29)

which is to be expected for the same reason. The conditions
in Eq. (28) imply that of the original 16 curvature operators,
only eight are independent. This is also consistent with the
results in [128]. In summary, of the total 28 operators enter-
ing Eq. (25), we expect only 17 to be linearly independent.
The couplings entering in Eq. (25) are variables that form the
basis of a 28-dimensional space, and their linear combinations
in front of the monomials are vectors in that space. This lin-
ear system can be reduced via standard Gaussian elimination
to yield a set of 17 linearly independent coefficients: we rela-
bel these as {

𝑎0, 𝑑1,… , 𝑑16
}. Thus the Einstein–Hilbert pa-

rameter 𝑎0 already plays a unique role in the cosmology; the
relevant formulae for the other new couplings are:

𝑑1 ≡ −6
(

2𝑐1 + 2𝑐10 − 2𝑐11 − 2𝑐12 + 6𝑐16 − 2𝑐2 + 2𝑐3 + 𝑐4 − 𝑐5 + 𝑐6 + 2
(

𝑐7 + 𝑐8 + 𝑐9
))

,

𝑑2 ≡ 12
(

𝑐10 − 𝑐11 − 𝑐12 + 6𝑐16 + 𝑐7 + 𝑐8 + 𝑐9
)

,

𝑑3 ≡ −6
(

4𝑐1 + 4𝑐10 − 5𝑐11 − 5𝑐12 + 2
(

9𝑐16 − 2𝑐2 + 2𝑐3 + 𝑐4 − 𝑐5 + 𝑐6 + 3
(

𝑐7 + 𝑐8
)

+ 2𝑐9
))

,

𝑑4 ≡ −3
(

6𝑐1 + 7𝑐10 − 6𝑐11 − 6𝑐12 + 27𝑐16 − 4𝑐2 + 5𝑐3 + 3𝑐4 − 2𝑐5 + 3𝑐6 + 9
(

𝑐7 + 𝑐8
)

+ 7𝑐9
)

,

𝑑5 ≡ 6
(

14𝑐1 + 4𝑐10 − 4𝑐11 − 4𝑐12 + 12𝑐16 − 14𝑐2 + 12𝑐3 − 7𝑐4 + 7𝑐5 − 7𝑐6 + 4
(

𝑐7 + 𝑐8 + 𝑐9
))

,

𝑑6 ≡ 6
(

12𝑐1 + 4𝑐10 − 5𝑐11 − 5𝑐12 + 18𝑐16 − 12𝑐2 + 8𝑐3 − 2𝑐4 + 4𝑐5 − 6𝑐6 + 6
(

𝑐7 + 𝑐8
)

+ 4𝑐9
)

,

𝑑7 ≡ −6
(

12𝑐1 + 6𝑐10 − 5𝑐11 − 5𝑐12 + 18𝑐16 − 12𝑐2 + 8𝑐3 − 6𝑐4 + 4𝑐5 − 2𝑐6 + 4
(

𝑐7 + 𝑐8
)

+ 6𝑐9
)

,

𝑑8 ≡ 24
(

𝑐1 − 𝑐6
)

, 𝑑9 ≡ 3
(

2𝑎4 + 𝑎5 + 3𝑎7
)

, 𝑑10 ≡ 3
(

3𝑎11 + 4𝑎4 + 2𝑎5 + 6𝑎7 + 𝑎9
)

,

𝑑11 ≡ 3
(

2𝑎1 + 3𝑎11 + 𝑎2 + 3𝑎3 + 2𝑎4 + 𝑎5 + 3𝑎7 + 𝑎9
)

, 𝑑12 ≡ −6
(

2𝑎7 + 𝑎8
)

, 𝑑13 ≡ −6
(

𝑎10 + 𝑎11 + 2𝑎7 + 𝑎8
)

,

𝑑14 ≡ 4
(

𝑎4 + 𝑎5 + 𝑎6 + 𝑎7 + 𝑎8
)

, 𝑑15 ≡ −3
(

3𝑎11 − 4𝑎5 − 6𝑎8 + 𝑎9
)

, 𝑑16 ≡ −24
(

𝑎1 − 𝑎2
)

.

(30)

Note in Eq. (30) that the couplings {

𝑑1,… , 𝑑8
} are of mass

dimension zero whilst the {𝑑9,… , 𝑑16
} are of mass dimension

two.

B. Minisuperspace computation

The minisuperspace method outlined in Section II C is now
used to calculate the modified Friedmann equations corre-

sponding to the full model in Eq. (25). As found in Sec-
tion III A, the minisuperspace Lagrangian density correspond-
ing to Eq. (25) can be expressed entirely in terms of the re-
duced couplings in Eq. (30). This action is then varied with
respect to the seven fields {𝑎, 𝑏,𝑋, 𝑌 ,𝑍, 𝑉 ,𝑊 }, subsequently
setting the ‘lapse-like’ function to unity and so restricting to
FLRW coordinates by passing from Eq. (12) to Eq. (11). To
our knowledge, the full equations were not yet obtained else-
where. They are, however, very cumbersome, and we defer
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them to Appendix B.
The 𝑏-equation is a constraint which we take to be the first

modified Friedmann equation, in the sense that it always al-
lows one to solve for the term proportional to 𝑎0𝐻2. The
first Friedmann equation in Eq. (B1) has mass dimension four,
and contains besides the 𝑎0𝐻2 term a whole host of other
terms. Terms linear in 𝑊 or its velocities are generally ab-
sent, since these are pseudoscalar in nature, whilst Eq. (25) is
parity-preserving.

The second modified Friedmann equation should allow one
to solve for the term 𝑎0�̇� ; it is constructed from the equations
of motion for 𝑎, 𝑏, 𝑋 and 𝑌 according to

𝛿𝑆
𝛿𝑎

− 3𝛿𝑆
𝛿𝑏

+ d
d𝑡

( 𝛿𝑆
𝛿𝑋

− 𝛿𝑆
𝛿𝑌

)

= 0. (31)
The reason for the final term in Eq. (31) is to remove from
the 𝑎-equation in Eq. (B2) the triple-derivative structure
𝛿𝑆
𝛿𝑎

⊃ 2𝑑1
...
𝐻+

(

3𝑑1 − 𝑑3 −
𝑑2
2

) ...
𝑋+

(

𝑑1 − 𝑑3 −
𝑑2
2

) ...
𝑌 . (32)

As an aside, an alternative route to removing the higher-
derivative terms in Eq. (32) is to set the coefficients in Eq. (32)
to zero, resulting in a special case of QMAG. Indeed, the re-
sulting conditions 𝑑1 = 0 and 𝑑2 + 2𝑑3 = 0 greatly simplify
the whole system, though we do not assume them moving for-
ward. In GR, the second Friedmann equation can be derived
from the first by taking its derivative and subtracting from it
the product of itself with the Hubble parameter. In the metric-
affine case, this procedure generalises to the identity

𝐻 𝛿𝑆
𝛿𝑎

≡
( d
d𝑡

+ 3𝐻
) 𝛿𝑆

𝛿𝑏
− �̇� 𝛿𝑆

𝛿𝑋

− �̇� 𝛿𝑆
𝛿𝑌

− �̇� 𝛿𝑆
𝛿𝑍

− �̇� 𝛿𝑆
𝛿𝑉

− �̇� 𝛿𝑆
𝛿𝑊

,
(33)

which holds both on- and off-shell. The reasoning be-
hind Eq. (33) is as follows. In the case of GR, Eq. (33) holds
because of the projection of the Riemannian Bianchi iden-
tity 2𝑢𝜈∇̃𝜇�̃�𝜇𝜈 ≡ 𝑢𝜈∇̃𝜈�̃� along the time direction. When
the theory is extended from GR to Eq. (25), the Lagrangian
density acquires (i) terms quadratic in �̃�𝜇

𝜈𝜌𝜎 , (ii) a dynamical
theory of 𝑁𝜆

𝜇𝜈 minimally coupled to the metric, and (iii) non-
minimal couplings between 𝑁𝜆

𝜇𝜈 and �̃�𝜇
𝜈𝜌𝜎 (i.e., the cross-

terms from the PRD of operators quadratic in 𝑅𝜇
𝜈𝜌𝜎). Fo-

cussing just on the type-(i) terms, it is well known that the
Bianchi identity extends to QG [140] — a result which is con-
sistent with the LHS and the first term on the RHS of Eq. (33).
To understand the origin of the remaining terms on the RHS
of Eq. (33), we consider the type-(ii) operators. These extend
QG with an effective matter sector, such that the Bianchi iden-
tity must be extended by the four-divergence of the effective
stress-energy tensor. As expected, when 𝑁𝜆

𝜇𝜈 is restricted as
in Eq. (14), it can be shown that the extra terms in Eq. (33)
derive from applying the operator 𝑢𝜈∇̃𝜇𝛿∕𝛿𝑔𝜇𝜈 to the action
of a general theory of 𝑁𝜆

𝜇𝜈 minimally coupled to the met-
ric, and then assuming FLRW-type background values for all
fields. This also explains why Eq. (33) is invariant under lin-
ear redfinitions of the distortion scalars, i.e. it doesn’t matter

how we normalise the {𝑋, 𝑌 ,𝑍, 𝑉 ,𝑊 }. The type-(iii) terms
are similarly consistent with Eq. (33).

As a calibration of the full system of equations we compared
against [127, 128], where an action quadratic in torsion and
non-metricity was considered and the vacuum dynamics found
to reduce to GR. In terms of the reduced couplings in Eq. (30),
this model corresponds to setting all the {

𝑑1,… , 𝑑8
} to zero.

After simplifying, the result is
𝐻 = 𝑊 = 𝑋 = 𝑌 = 𝑉 = 𝑍 = 0, (34)

which differs from Eq. (20) by the requirement that 𝑉 and 𝑍
both vanish. This is an expected consequence of the broken
projective invariance of the model in [127, 128].

C. Conditions for projective invariance

It remains to explain the claim, regarding Eq. (20), that
projective-invariant models exclusively propagate the linear
combination 𝑉 +𝑍, rather than 𝑉 and𝑍 separately. The trans-
formation of the affine connection in Eq. (21) can be equiva-
lently viewed as a transformation of the distortion

𝑁𝜆
𝜇𝜈 → 𝑁𝜆

𝜇𝜈 + 𝛿𝜆𝜇𝜉𝜈 , (35)
where 𝜉𝜈 ≡ 𝜉𝜈 (𝑥) is an arbitrary local vector gauge generator.
By combining Eqs. (13) and (14), the distortion in Eq. (2) is
restricted by cosmology to

𝑁𝜆
𝜇𝜈 = (𝑋 + 𝑉 + 𝑌 +𝑍) 𝑢𝜆𝑢𝜇𝑢𝜈 +𝑋𝑔𝜇𝜈𝑢

𝜆

+𝑍 𝛿𝜆𝜇𝑢𝜈 + 𝑌 𝛿𝜆𝜈 𝑢𝜇 +𝑊 𝜖𝜆𝜇𝜈𝜅𝑢
𝜅 .

(36)

The only projective transformation which is consistent with
isotropy and homogeneity is 𝜉𝜈 = 𝜆 𝑢𝜈 , where 𝜆 ≡ 𝜆(𝑡). By
combining Eqs. (35) and (36) it follows that the scalars trans-
form according to

𝑍 → 𝑍 − 𝜆, 𝑉 → 𝑉 + 𝜆, (37)
and from Eq. (37) the invariance of 𝑉 + 𝑍 follows immedi-
ately. As a consequence, projective invariance in cosmology
requires the minisuperspace Lagrangian just to depend on the
combination 𝑉 +𝑍. Equivalently, the condition

𝛿𝑆
𝛿𝑉

− 𝛿𝑆
𝛿𝑍

= 0, (38)
must hold also off-shell, not just on-shell, for a model invari-
ant under the projective transformation. Calculating Eq. (38)
explicitly for the QMAG model and couplings in Eqs. (25)
and (30) yields
(

𝑑10 + 2𝑑12 − 𝑑13 − 8𝑑14 + 𝑑15 + 2𝑑9
)

𝑉 +
(

−𝑑12 + 𝑑15
)

𝑋

+
(

−2𝑑11 + 3𝑑12 − 4𝑑13 + 𝑑15 + 2𝑑9
)

𝑌 +
(

− 3𝑑10 + 2𝑑11
− 8𝑑12 + 7𝑑13 + 24𝑑14 − 5𝑑15 − 8𝑑9

)

𝑍 = 0. (39)
If Eq. (39) holds off-shell as well as on-shell, then the co-
efficients of each scalar must vanish separately. When re-
duced as far as possible, and translated back into the couplings
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in Eq. (25) using Eq. (30), the conditions are
2𝑎1 − 4𝑎10 − 𝑎11 + 𝑎2 + 3𝑎3 + 𝑎9 = 0,
4𝑎4 − 3𝑎10 + 16𝑎6 + 2𝑎8 + 𝑎9 = 0,
4𝑎5 − 3𝑎11 + 4𝑎7 + 8𝑎8 − 𝑎9 = 0.

(40)

It is noted that Eq. (40) are precisely the constraints on the
mass-dimension-two parameters obtained in [4, 131]. In [4],
three constraints on the mass-dimension-zero couplings are
obtained, which beyond Eq. (40) are additionally needed for
full projective invariance of Eq. (25) in completely general
spacetimes. By contrast, the mass-dimension-zero couplings
are entirely unconstrained by invariance under our cosmologi-
cal projective transformation in Eq. (37): all the quadratic cur-
vature operators automatically have this restricted version of
the symmetry. In fact, this is to be expected. The restricted
transformation is a special case of the scenario 𝜉𝜇 = 𝜕𝜇𝜙where a conservative field — equivalently the local scalar 𝜙 ≡
𝜙(𝑥) — acts as the vector generator. It has been shown al-
ready in [141] that any QMAG constructed entirely from cur-
vature operators supports this restricted symmetry. In the case
of cosmology, the scalar generator ‘rolls’ in the direction of
time according to 𝜙 ≡ 𝜙(𝑡), and in this sense it may be termed
a khronon field [142].

IV. Special models and their particles

The field equations obtained in Section III still lack any pre-
dictive power, due to the abundance of unconstrained param-
eters. We will now identify some special cases of the model
in Eq. (25) whose cosmological dynamics have some inter-
esting features. Regardless of how compelling these features
might be, this is evidently a very superficial analysis, not ex-
tending, for example, to the perturbation theory. This is a se-
vere limitation, because almost all metric-affine models one
can write down are expected to be inconsistent as physical the-
ories, regardless of how well they compare against observa-
tions. The most pernicious inconsistencies cannot be detected
at the level of the background cosmology, having instead to do
with unitarity violation, or strong coupling.

As a first step towards consistency, we compute for each spe-
cial case the linear particle spectra near Minkowski spacetime.
If the models admit a perturbative, weak gravity regime at
all, then the elimination of higher-spin particles along with
ghosts and tachyons is a necessary (but not sufficient) condi-
tion for consistency. The computations are performed with
the PSALTer software [143], and the resulting particle spec-
trographs are presented in Appendix C.

A. Gravity with 𝐾-screening

As mentioned already in Section II B, generally accepted
bounds on the ΛCDM model [23] are not strong enough to
guarantee that the spatially flat line element in Eq. (12) de-
scribes the background metric of our Universe. In general,

some curvature scale 𝐾 should be assumed, according to

d𝑠2 = −d𝑡2 + 𝑎2
[

d𝑟2

1 −𝐾𝑟2
+ 𝑟2

(

dθ2 + sin2(θ)dϕ2)
]

. (41)

All the methods and conclusions of Section III apply equally
well to the spatially curved line element in Eq. (41), though the
expressions are more cumbersome and the full field equations
are confined to the supplemental materials [144]. An obvious
question to ask, given this full set of equations, is whether it
is possible to completely screen 𝐾 from the background dy-
namics. This so-called ‘𝐾-screening’ effect certainly does not
apply in GR, so that 𝐾 is in principle an important observ-
able. Recent observational probes of ΛCDM are found to be
in moderate tension over 𝐾 , and their exclusion suggests 𝐾
to be a small positive scale, or an effectively negative energy
density weighing in at a few percent of the combined bary-
onic and dark-sector energy budget [25]. If this is true, then
the Riemannian geometry of the observable Universe is very
slightly closed. In any case, the smallness of this curvature
scale (the base model of ΛCDM actually assumes 𝐾 = 0) is a
key motivation for inflation in the early Universe. Just at the
background level, therefore, the possibility of a 𝐾-screening
effect seems like a promising starting point for modifying GR
so as to alleviate cosmological tensions, or formulate a more
holistic replacement for ΛCDM.

There is, in fact, a clear precedent for 𝐾-screening leading to
a compelling non-Riemannian model. Thorough analyses of
the particle spectra of parity-preserving, quadratic PGT (i.e.
the 𝑄𝜇𝜈𝜎 ≡ 0 limit of MAG) identified certain special cases
which (i) are free of ghosts and tachyons, (ii) propagate light
d.o.f which might plausibly correspond to graviton polarisa-
tions, and (iii) are power-counting renormalisable [80, 86].
The presence of a graviton-like particle is very significant in
these models, because the PGT 𝐾-screening conditions elim-
inate the Einstein–Hilbert term. A study of the background
cosmology later revealed that these promising models are pre-
cisely those which are 𝐾-screened [88]. Moreover, these mod-
els affect the background dynamics in other ways, suggesting a
possible mechanism for alleviating yet another tension within
ΛCDM — the so-called Hubble tension — regarding the cur-
rent value of 𝐻 [88, 145, 146].

For the full MAG model in Eq. (25), and referring to the re-
duced couplings in Eq. (30), we find that 𝐾-screening occurs
(i.e.𝐾 is eliminated from all the equations) when the following
conditions are satisfied:

𝑎0 = 𝑑1 = 𝑑2 = 𝑑3 = 0. (42)
Thus, in MAG as with PGT, the Einstein–Hilbert term is ex-
cluded by Eq. (42). We will make no attempt here to con-
nect Eq. (42) with the exact solutions proposed in [88], but in-
stead proceed directly to the particle analysis. The constraints
in Eq. (42) are so-far quite minimal, and even when 𝑎1 and 𝑎4are the only mass-dimension-two parameters present, the pre-
liminary analysis in Appendix C suggests a rich spectrum of
massive modes. By imposing further, minimal constraints in
an algorithmic manner, it is possible to ensure that the squares
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of the masses of all the particles are given by rational func-
tions of the remaining Lagrangian couplings. The resulting
model propagates only a massive 0− particle (see unitarity
conditions in Eq. (C6)), without any massleess d.o.f. This
is somehow disappointing, but hardly surprising. Indeed, the
conditions Eqs. (C1) to (C4), (C5a) and (C5b), when imposed
on Eq. (25), reduce the quadratic curvature sector to the square
of the Holst pseudoscalar 𝜖 𝜈𝜌𝜎

𝜇 𝑅𝜇
𝜈𝜌𝜎 . It is well known (see

e.g. [19]) that this operator propagates a single massive pseu-
doscalar particle (without strong coupling). Moreover, it does
not involve the Riemannian curvature at all: this is consistent
with the expectation of 𝐾-sceening. Our analysis shows only
that 𝐾-screening in QMAG can lead to wholly self-consistent
theoretical models, it does not (yet) point to a phenomeno-
logically viable model. In particlular, a replacement for the
graviton is still needed. This should presumably be derived
from the 2+ or 2− sectors of the theory, which still contain a
priori many massive modes once the 𝐾-screening condition
in Eq. (42) is imposed. A thorough investigation of this matter
is left to future work, as is an analysis of the rather large ar-
ray of source constraints in the minimal Holst-squared model
in Fig. 5.

B. Integrable gravity and its Maxwell limit

Finally, we provide one alternative branch of MAG to that
proposed in Section IV A, motivated by an exact solution to
the cosmological equations of motion. Our starting point will
be to remove odd powers of 𝐻 from the equations, wherever
they are not coupled to other fields. This leads to the conditions

𝑑6 = 𝑑7, 𝑑5 = 𝑑4 = 𝑑3 = 𝑑2 = 𝑑1 = 0. (43)
Whilst Eq. (43) are somewhat arbitrary, they greatly simplify
the field equations, which can be written down compactly as:
6𝑎0𝐻2 + 𝑑14𝑉

2 − (6𝑎0 − 𝑑16)𝑊 2 + (3𝑎0 + 𝑑12)𝑉 𝑋 + 𝑑9𝑋
2

+ 𝑑8𝑊
2𝑋2 + (3𝑎0 + 𝑑13)𝑉 𝑌 − (6𝑎0 − 𝑑10)𝑋𝑌

− 2(𝑑7 − 𝑑8)𝑊 2𝑋𝑌 + 𝑑11𝑌
2 − (2𝑑7 − 𝑑8)𝑊 2𝑌 2

+ (𝑑10 + 2𝑑12 − 𝑑13 − 6𝑑14 + 𝑑15 + 2𝑑9)𝑉 𝑍
+ (3𝑎0 + 𝑑15)𝑋𝑍 + (3𝑎0 − 2𝑑11 + 3𝑑12 − 3𝑑13
+ 𝑑15 + 2𝑑9)𝑌 𝑍 − (𝑑10 − 𝑑11 + 3𝑑12 − 3𝑑13 − 9𝑑14
+ 2𝑑15 + 3𝑑9)𝑍2 = 0, (44a)

12𝑎0�̇� − 𝑑7𝑊
(

5�̇� (𝑋 + 𝑌 ) +𝑊
(

�̇� + �̇�
))

= 0, (44b)

(3𝑎0 + 𝑑12)𝑉 + 𝑑7𝐻𝑊 2 + 2𝑑9𝑋 + 2𝑑8𝑊 2𝑋

+ (𝑑10 − 6𝑎0)𝑌 + 2(𝑑8 − 𝑑7)𝑊 2𝑌 + (3𝑎0 + 𝑑15)𝑍
− 𝑑7𝑊 �̇� = 0, (44c)

(3𝑎0 + 𝑑13)𝑉 + 𝑑7𝐻𝑊 2 + (𝑑10 − 6𝑎0)𝑋

+ 2(𝑑8 − 𝑑7)𝑊 2𝑋 + 2𝑑11𝑌 + 2(𝑑8 − 2𝑑7)𝑊 2𝑌

+ (3𝑎0 − 2𝑑11 + 3𝑑12 − 3𝑑13 + 𝑑15 + 2𝑑9)𝑍
− 𝑑7𝑊 �̇� = 0, (44d)

(𝑑10 + 2𝑑12 − 𝑑13 − 6𝑑14 + 𝑑15 + 2𝑑9)𝑉
+ (3𝑎0 + 𝑑15)𝑋 + (3𝑎0 − 2𝑑11 + 3𝑑12 − 3𝑑13
+ 𝑑15 + 2𝑑9)𝑌 − 2(𝑑10 − 𝑑11 + 3𝑑12 − 3𝑑13 − 9𝑑14
+ 2𝑑15 + 3𝑑9)𝑍 = 0, (44e)

2𝑑14𝑉 + (3𝑎0 + 𝑑12)𝑋 + (3𝑎0 + 𝑑13)𝑌 + (𝑑10 + 2𝑑12
− 𝑑13 − 6𝑑14 + 𝑑15 + 2𝑑9)𝑍 = 0, (44f)

2(𝑑16 − 6𝑎0)𝑊 + 5𝑑7𝐻𝑊 (𝑋 + 𝑌 ) + 2𝑑8𝑊𝑋2

+ 4(𝑑8 − 𝑑7)𝑊𝑋𝑌 + 2(𝑑8 − 2𝑑7)𝑊 𝑌 2

+ 𝑑7𝑊
(

�̇� + �̇�
)

= 0. (44g)
It is important to note that if 𝑊 = 0 then everything trivializes
as, in this case, it follows that 𝑋 = 𝑌 = 𝑍 = 𝑉 = 𝐻 = 0
as can be easily verified. We will therefore look for solutions
with 𝑊 ≠ 0, so that Eq. (44g) becomes
2(𝑑16 − 6𝑎0) + 5𝑑7𝐻 (𝑋 + 𝑌 ) + 2𝑑8𝑋2 + 4(𝑑8 − 𝑑7)𝑋𝑌

+ 2(𝑑8 − 2𝑑7)𝑌 2 + 𝑑7
(

�̇� + �̇�
)

= 0. (45)
The case 𝒅𝟕 = 𝟎 — The parameter 𝑑7 heavily influences

the behaviour of the solutions. For 𝑑7 = 0, and after some
simple algebra, it follows that
𝐻 = 𝐻0 ≡ const., 𝑌 ∝ 𝑉 ∝ 𝑍 ∝ 𝑋 = 𝑋0 ≡ const.,

𝑊 = 𝑊0 ≡ ±

√

√

√

√

𝜎1𝑋2
0 − 6𝑎0𝐻2

0

𝜎2𝑋2
0 + 𝜎3

,
(46)

where the proportionality factors as well as the {𝜎𝑖
} are some

long expressions of the coefficients 𝑎0 and {

𝑑𝑖
}. Therefore,

for 𝑑7 = 0 one can only have de Sitter expansion and constant
distortion.

The case 𝒅𝟕 ≠ 𝟎 — Now let us focus on the non-
trivial 𝑑7 ≠ 0 case. Subtracting Eq. (44c) and Eq. (44d) we
get
(𝑑12 − 𝑑13)𝑉 + (2𝑑9 − 𝑑10 + 6𝑎0)𝑋 + (𝑑10 − 6𝑎0 − 2𝑑11)𝑌

+ (2𝑑11 − 3𝑑12 + 3𝑑13 − 2𝑑9)𝑍 + 2𝑑7𝑊 2 (𝑋 + 𝑌 ) = 0.
(47)

When the system in Eqs. (44e) and (44f) is not degenerate we
can solve for 𝑉 and 𝑍 in terms of 𝑋 and 𝑌 , viz.

𝑉 = 𝑘1𝑋 + 𝑘2𝑌 𝑍 = 𝑘3𝑋 + 𝑘4𝑌 , (48)
where again the {

𝑘𝑖
} are some linear combinations of the pa-

rameters of the theory. We may then substitute Eq. (48) back
into Eq. (47) and solve for 𝑊 2, to yield

𝑊 2 =
𝑘5𝑋 + 𝑘6𝑌
2𝑑7(𝑋 + 𝑌 )

=
𝑘6
2𝑑7

+
(𝑘5 − 𝑘6)𝑋
2𝑑7(𝑋 + 𝑌 )

. (49)
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The case 𝒌𝟓 ≠ 𝒌𝟔 — Note that choosing the theory pa-
rameters such that 𝑘6 = 𝑘5 implies that 𝑊 = const.. Let us
firstly consider the case 𝑘6 ≠ 𝑘5. On substituting Eq. (48)
into Eq. (44a) we obtain

6𝑎0𝐻2 + 𝑘7𝑋
2 + 𝑘8𝑋𝑌 + 𝑘9𝑌

2 +𝑊 2
[

𝑑16 − 6𝑎0

+ 𝑑8(𝑋 + 𝑌 )2 − 2𝑑7𝑌 (𝑋 + 𝑌 )
]

= 0.
(50)

Then, using Eq. (49) we may eliminate 𝑊 2 from Eq. (50) and
solve for 𝐻 in terms of 𝑋 and 𝑌 according to

6𝑎0𝐻2 −
6𝑎0 − 𝑑16

2𝑑7

[

𝑘6 + (𝑘5 − 𝑘6)
𝑋

𝑋 + 𝑌

]

−
[

𝑑8
2𝑑7

𝑘5 − 𝑘7

]

𝑋2 −
[

𝑑8
2𝑑7

𝑘6 − 𝑘6 − 𝑘9

]

𝑌 2

−
[

𝑑8
2𝑑7

(𝑘5 + 𝑘6) − 𝑘5 − 𝑘8

]

𝑋𝑌 = 0. (51)

We have therefore expressed everything in terms of 𝑋 and 𝑌 .
These can be inverted in terms of 𝐻 and 𝑊 as the dynamical
variables or any other pick of two out of four. Then, by elimi-
nating the rest of the variables, Eq. (44b) combined with either
of Eq. (44c) or Eq. (44d) gives us a system of coupled second
order ordinary differential equations for, say, the variables 𝐻
and 𝑊 . The resulting system is, in general, somewhat com-
plicated. However, we do get some quite simple expressions
if 𝑑16 = 6𝑎0 and in Eq. (51) remaining terms on the RHS form
a perfect square (𝑋+𝑌 )2. For such a configuration, taking the
square root of the aforementioned equation, yields

𝐻 = 𝜆0(𝑋 + 𝑌 ), (52)
provided the following conditions hold:

𝑘5+𝑘8 = 𝑘6+𝑘7+𝑘9,
𝑑8(𝑘7 − 𝑘8 + 𝑘9)
𝑘6 − 𝑘7 + 𝑘9

+2𝑑7 = 0. (53)

Combining this with Eq. (49) we deduce

𝑋 =
𝑊 2 − 𝜆1
𝜆0𝜆2

𝐻. (54)

Then eliminating 𝑋 and 𝑌 , equations Eq. (44b) and Eq. (44c)
read

12𝑎0𝜆0�̇� = 𝑑7
(

5𝑊 �̇�𝐻 +𝑊 2�̇�
)

, (55)

𝜆3𝐻 + 𝜆4𝐻𝑊 2 + 𝜆5𝑊
4𝐻 = 𝜆0𝑑7𝑊 �̇� . (56)

Now, Eq. (55) directly integrates to

𝐻 = 𝐶1
(

12𝑎0𝜆0 − 𝑑7𝑊
2)−

5
2 . (57)

Substituting this in Eq. (56) and changing variables as
𝑢 = 12𝑎0𝜆0 − 𝑑7𝑊

2, (58)

we obtain the differential equation

�̇� = −
2𝐶1
𝜆0

(�̃�1 + �̃�4𝑢 + �̃�5𝑢2)

𝑢
5
2

. (59)

This is then integrated straightforwardly but its exact form
depends crucially on the values of the parameters. For in-
stance, if �̃�1 = 0 = �̃�5, it follows that 𝑢 ∝ 𝑡2∕5 and conse-
quently 𝐻 ∝ 1

𝑡 , yielding a power-law behaviour for the scale
factor.

The case 𝒌𝟓 = 𝒌𝟔 — Let us now focus on the 𝑘6 = 𝑘5case. From Eq. (49) we find

𝑊 2 = 𝑊 2
0 ≡

𝑘5
2𝑑7

. (60)

First, note that under the conditions
6𝑎0 = 𝑑16, 𝑘6 = 𝑘5, 𝑘7+𝑘9 = 𝑘8, 𝑘5+2𝑘9 = 𝑘8, (61)

then the RHS of Eq. (51) is once again a perfect square and
combining Eq. (51) with Eqs. (44b) and (60) we get an 𝐻 =
const. de-Sitter solution (even with 𝑑7 ≠ 0).

Returning to the general case of 𝑘6 = 𝑘5, with Eq. (60) we
find that Eq. (44b) directly integrates to

𝐻 =
𝑘5
24𝑎0

(𝑋 + 𝑌 ) + C0 , (62)

with C0 the integration constant. Then, for 𝑊 = const. and
taking also into account Eq. (48), we find that Eq. (44c) implies

𝑘10𝑋 + 𝑘11𝑌 = 𝑘5𝐻. (63)
Combining Eq. (63) with Eq. (62), we get

𝑋 = 𝜆1𝐻 +𝑋0, 𝑌 = 𝜆2𝐻 + 𝑌0. (64)
From Eq. (64) it follows that Eq. (48) can also be expressed as

𝑉 = 𝜆3𝐻 + 𝑉0, 𝑍 = 𝜆4𝐻 +𝑍0. (65)
Geometrically it follows that in the configuration space of the
cosmology {𝐻,𝑋, 𝑌 , 𝑉 ,𝑍,𝑊 } the 𝑘6 = 0 solutions are rep-
resented by lines lying on the 𝑊 = const. hyperplane. Of
course this is not the end of the story, if we plug the above
results back to Eq. (45) we obtain the first order differential
equation7

�̇� = 𝜇2𝐻
2 + 𝜇1𝐻 + 𝜇0. (66)

Obviously, Eq. (66) is separable and can be readily integrated.
However, the form of the solutions depends on the values {𝜇𝑖

}

which are given in terms of the parameters of the theory and
the integration constant. For 𝜇2 = 0 and 𝜇1 ≠ 0 the solution
reads

𝐻 = 1
𝜇1

(

𝐶1𝑒
𝜇1𝑡 − 𝜇0

)

, 𝑎 = 𝐶2𝑒
1
𝜇1

(

𝐶1𝑒𝜇1𝑡−𝜇0𝑡
)

, (67)

7 Eq. (66) also known as a Riccati equation.
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i.e. a super-exponential expansion. For 𝜇2 ≠ 0 we can de-
fine 𝛾 ≡ 𝜇2

1∕4𝜇2−𝜇0 and shift �̃� ≡ 𝐻+𝜇1∕2𝜇2, then Eq. (66)
is written as

d�̃�
�̃�2 + 𝛾∕𝜇2

= 𝜇2d𝑡, (68)

and of course the form of the solution to Eq. (68) depends on
the ratio 𝛾∕𝜇2. For 𝛾∕𝜇2 < 0 and defining 𝜔2

0 ≡ |𝛾∕𝜇2| we
have

𝐻 = 𝜔0
1 + 𝐶1𝑒2𝜇2𝜔0𝑡

1 − 𝐶1𝑒2𝜇2𝜔0𝑡
, 𝑎 =

𝐶2𝑒𝜔0𝑡

(

1 − 𝐶1𝑒2𝜇2𝜔0𝑡
)1∕𝜇2

. (69)

Notice that for late times Eq. (69) always implies de Sitter or
anti-de Sitter expansion depending on whether 𝜇2𝜔0 is posi-
tive or negative. When 𝛾∕𝜇2 > 0 the solution to Eq. (68) is

𝐻 = −
𝜇1
2𝜇2

+ 𝜔0 tan
(

𝜇2𝜔0𝑡 + 𝐶1
)

. (70)

The integrable model contains too many unconstrained pa-
rameters for a thorough analysis of its particle spectrum. A
severe restriction on the model set out in Eq. (43) is the case
where all of the {

𝑑1,… , 𝑑8
} are set to zero. Whilst the La-

grangian density may still contain quadratic curvature oper-
ators in this case, they will not affect the cosmology at the
background level. Since quadratic curvature operators endow
the distortion with kinetic terms, it is interesting to consider
the particle spectrum of such a model. The analogue in Rie-
mannian cosmology would be Einstein–Maxwell theory: the
Maxwell operator does not affect cosmology at the background
level8, yet it still contributes two massless photon polariza-
tions to the spectrum. For simplicity, we take the case wheere
the {𝑎1,… , 𝑎11

} are all taken to be zero, so that 𝑎0 is the only
non-vanishing coupling of mass dimension two. As shown
in Appendix C, this leads to a unitary model when some fur-
ther constraints are imposed (concretely, sequential imposition
of Eqs. (C7) to (C10) on Eq. (25)). According to the result-
ing particle spectrograph in Fig. 8, this unitarity is guaran-
teed by Eq. (C11), which suggests that 𝑐13 > 0 is the no-
ghost condition on the new species. By comparing Eq. (C11)
with Eq. (25) we see that 𝑐13 modulates the square of the Ho-
mothetic curvature. We may therefore conjecture that, despite
the presence of many other kinetic operators, the propagat-
ing part of the model is effectively Einstein–Maxwell theory,
where the Weyl vector is massless. We note also in Fig. 8 the
presence of five source constraints. This is expected: there
are four gauge generators associated with diffeomeorphisms
and one associated with the integrable (i.e. conservative) Weyl
symmetry discussed in Section III C, which is common to all
QMAG models built from the curvature alone [141].

8 Of course, we know that radiative d.o.f actually dominate the background
dynamics in the early Universe, but this is an average effect of locally
anisotropic and inhomogeneous field configurations.

V. Concluding remarks

Main findings — The results of this work are as follows:
• Based on the general (i.e. spatially curved) Friedmann–

Lemaître–Robertson–Walker line element in Eq. (41),
we have derived the equations describing the back-
ground dynamics of the general parity-preserving
quadratic metric-affine gravity model in Eq. (25). The
full field equations are confined to the supplemental ma-
terials [144], where versions have been prepared for di-
rect import into SymPy, Mathematica and Maple plat-
forms. The simplified equations for the spatially flat
case are on the edge of becoming human-readable, and
so are formatted in Section III and Appendix B.

• Only the reduced set of 16 parameters in Eq. (30) are
relevant to the background dynamics, down from the 28
Lagrangian couplings which parameterise Eq. (25).

• In terms of the reduced parameters in Eq. (30), the con-
ditions in Eq. (42) completely eliminate the spatial cur-
vature 𝐾 from the field equations: this phenomenon is
termed ‘𝐾-screening’.

• As an alternative to 𝐾-screening, the conditions
in Eq. (43) lead to simple equations which may be in-
tegrated analytically. This model always transitions to a
de Sitter or anti-de Sitter epoch in the late Universe.

Further work — The following should be investigated:
• A straightforward extension of this analysis to parity-

violating quadratic metric-affine gravity.
• The use of 𝐾-screening to construct models which al-

leviate current tensions in the dark-energy-cold-dark-
matter (ΛCDM) model. Any serious attempt at solving
these problems requires a complete understanding of the
cosmological perturbation theory.

• The degree — if any — to which the parameter con-
straints identified in this work may lead to consistent
models, i.e. those which are unitary and weakly cou-
pled. The relevant tools in this endeavour include non-
linear Hamiltonian analysis and functional renormalisa-
tion group methods.

Final note of caution — We reiterate that the last point
of further work is especially crucial: the analyses conducted
here are superficial when compared to those which are needed
to demonstrate consistency. Despite the colourful dynamics
of the background cosmology, metric-affine gravity in general
has a poor record in this regard, and to date only a very few
special cases (mostly minimal extensions to general relativity
itself) were shown to be consistent. It is perhaps telling that,
starting with constraints motivated by the background cos-
mology, a systematic search for consistent weak-field particle
spectra leads back to two such theories: the square-Holst the-
ory (see Fig. 5) and the square-homothetic theory (see Fig. 8).
It is conjectured in [19] that these are the only self-consistent
kinetic operators in QMAG, though the point remains to be
proven.
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A. Quadratic and cubic relations

Distortion invariants — In this appendix we provide additional algebraic identities obeyed by the quadratic invariants
in Eq. (25) in a cosmological setting. These take the form of identically vanishing sums of squares or cubes of the quadratic
invariants formed from the curvature, torsion and non-metricity tensors. The means for obtaining these relations is discussed
in Section III A. There is precisely one relation of fourth order in the non-metricity, i.e. quadratic in the quadratic non-metricity
invariants
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3 = 0. (A4)

B. The field equations in full

Friedmann equations — In this appendix we display the background field equations of Eq. (25) subject only to the condi-
tion 𝐾 = 0 of vanishing spatial curvature, corresponding to Eq. (11) — the full equations, with general 𝐾 ≠ 0 corresponding
to Eq. (41), are made available in the supplemental materials [144]. The means by which these equations are obtained is described
in Section III B. The first and second modified Friedmann equations are respectively:

6𝑎0𝐻2 + 𝑑1
(

2𝐻�̈� + 6𝐻2�̇� − �̇�2) +
(

𝑖𝑗𝑁𝑖�̇�𝑗 + Ξ̈
)

𝐻 +
(

1
2𝑖𝑗𝑁𝑖𝑁𝑗 + 𝑓1(�̇�)

)

𝐻2 + 3𝑓2(𝑁)𝐻3

− Ξ̇�̇� + 1
2𝑖𝑗�̇�𝑖�̇�𝑗 +

1
2𝑖𝑗𝑁𝑖𝑁𝑗 + 𝐹1(𝑁4) = 0, (B1)

12𝑎0�̇� + 2𝑑1
(

2�̇�2 −𝐻�̈�
)

+
(

𝑖𝑗𝑁𝑖�̇�𝑗 − Ξ̈
)

𝐻 +
(

1
2𝑖𝑗𝑁𝑖𝑁𝑗 + 4Ξ̇

)

�̇� − 𝑓2(�̇�)𝐻2 + 𝑓2(𝑁)𝐻�̇�

− Ξ�̈� +𝑖𝑗𝑁𝑖�̈�𝑗 + 𝑖𝑗�̇�𝑖�̇�𝑗 + 𝑓3(�̇�) + 𝐹2(𝑁2, �̇�) = 0. (B2)
In Eqs. (B1) and (B2) we define the following quantities:

𝑁𝑖 ∈ {𝑋, 𝑌 , 𝑉 ,𝑍,𝑊 }, Ξ ≡ 𝛼𝑋 + 𝛽𝑌 , 𝑈 ≡ 𝑉 +𝑍,

𝛼 ≡ 3𝑑1 − 𝑑3 −
𝑑2
2 , 𝛽 ≡ 𝑑1 − 𝑑3 −

𝑑2
2 , 𝛾 ≡ 𝑑3 − 2𝑑4, 𝛿 ≡ 2𝑑4,

𝑓1(�̇�) = (3𝛼 + 𝛽) �̇� + (𝛼 + 3𝛽) �̇� + (𝛼 + 𝛽) �̇� , 𝑓2(𝑁) = 𝛽𝑋 + 𝛼𝑌 + (𝛼 + 𝛽)𝑈,

𝑓2(�̇�) = 𝛽�̇� + 𝛼�̇� + (𝛼 + 𝛽)�̇� , 𝑓3(�̇�) =
(

6𝑎0 + 2𝑑9 − 𝑑10
)

�̇� +
(

−6𝑎0 + 𝑑10 − 2𝑑11
)

�̇� +
(

𝑑12 − 𝑑13
)

�̇� ,

𝑖𝑗 =

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

𝛾 𝛼 + 𝛾 𝛼 𝛼 0
𝛾 − 𝛽 𝛾 −𝛽 −𝛽 0

2 (𝛿 + 𝛽 + 2𝛾) 2 (𝛿 + 𝛽 + 2𝛾) 0 0 0
2 (𝛿 + 𝛽 + 2𝛾) 2 (𝛿 + 𝛽 + 2𝛾) 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 𝑑2 − 2𝑑5 + 𝑑6 − 𝑑7

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

,

𝑖𝑗 =

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

−𝛿 3𝛼 − 4𝛽 − 𝛿 3𝛼 + 2𝛽 + 3𝛾 + 𝛿 3𝛼 + 2𝛽 + 3𝛾 + 𝛿 0
3𝛼 − 4𝛽 − 𝛿 −𝛼 − 𝛽 − 𝛿 3𝛾 − 𝛼 − 2𝛽 + 𝛿 3𝛾 − 𝛼 − 2𝛽 + 𝛿

3𝛼 + 2𝛽 + 3𝛾 + 𝛿 3𝛾 − 𝛼 − 2𝛽 + 𝛿 5𝛽 − 𝛼 + 8𝛾 + 4𝛿 5𝛽 − 𝛼 + 8𝛾 + 4𝛿 0
3𝛼 + 2𝛽 + 3𝛾 + 𝛿 3𝛾 − 𝛼 − 2𝛽 + 𝛿 5𝛽 − 𝛼 + 8𝛾 + 4𝛿 5𝛽 − 𝛼 + 8𝛾 + 4𝛿

0 0 0 0 2𝑑2 − 𝑑5

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

,



17

𝑖𝑗 =

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

𝛽 − 𝛼 − 2𝛾 − 𝛿 𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿 0 0 0
𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿 2𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1

3 (𝑑2 − 2𝑑1 + 𝑑5 − 𝑑6 + 𝑑7)

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

,

𝑖𝑗 =

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

2𝑑9 𝑑10 − 6𝑎0 3𝑎0 + 𝑑12 3𝑎0 + 𝑑15 0
𝑑10 − 6𝑎0 2𝑑11 3𝑎0 + 𝑑13 3𝑎0 − 2𝑑11 + 3𝑑12 − 3𝑑13 + 𝑑15 + 2𝑑9 0
3𝑎0 + 𝑑12 3𝑎0 + 𝑑13 𝑑14 𝑑10 + 2𝑑12 − 𝑑13 − 6𝑑14 + 𝑑15 + 𝑑9 0
3𝑎0 + 𝑑15 3𝑎0 − 2𝑑11 + 3𝑑12 − 3𝑑13 + 𝑑15 + 2𝑑9 𝑑10 + 2𝑑12 − 𝑑13 − 6𝑑14 + 𝑑15 + 𝑑9 −𝑑10 + 𝑑11 − 3𝑑12 + 3𝑑13 + 9𝑑14 − 2𝑑15 − 3𝑑9 0

0 0 0 0 2
(

𝑑16 − 6𝑎0
)

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

,

𝑖𝑗 =

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

−𝛾 −2𝛼 − 𝛽 − 𝛾 2(−𝛼 + 𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿) 2(−𝛼 + 𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿) 0
𝛼 + 2𝛽 − 𝛾 −𝛾 4(𝛽 + 𝛾) + 2𝛿 4(𝛽 + 𝛾) + 2𝛿 0

𝛼 − 4(𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿) −5𝛽 − 4(2𝛾 + 𝛿) 0 0 0
𝛼 − 4(𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿) −5𝛽 − 4(2𝛾 + 𝛿) 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 2𝑑5 − 𝑑2 − 𝑑6 + 𝑑7

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

,

𝑖𝑗 =

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

2𝛾 𝛼 − 𝛽 + 2𝛾 𝛼 + 2(𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿) 𝛼 + 2(𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿) 0
𝛼 − 𝛽 + 2𝛾 2𝛾 𝛽 + 4𝛾 + 2𝛿 𝛽 + 4𝛾 + 2𝛿 0

𝛼 + 2(𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿) 𝛽 + 4𝛾 + 2𝛿 0 0 0
𝛼 + 2(𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿) 𝛽 + 4𝛾 + 2𝛿 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 𝑑2 − 2𝑑5 + 𝑑6 − 𝑑7

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

,

𝑖𝑗 =

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

𝛼 − 𝛽 − 2𝛾 − 𝛿 𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿 0 0 0
𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿 2𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 − 2

3

(

2𝑑1 − 𝑑2 − 𝑑5 + 𝑑6 − 𝑑7
)

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

,

𝑖𝑗 =

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

2(𝛼 − 𝛽 − 2𝛾 − 𝛿) −2(𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿) 0 0 0
−2(𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿) −2(2𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿) 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 4

3

(

2𝑑1 − 𝑑2 − 𝑑5 + 𝑑6 − 𝑑7
)

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

,

𝐹1(𝑁4) = 1
2 (𝛼 − 𝛽)𝑊 4 − (2𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑈𝑌𝑊 2 + (𝛼 − 𝛽 − 𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑈𝑋𝑊 2 − 1

2 (2𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑈2𝑌 2 − (2𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑈𝑋𝑌 2

+ 1
2 (𝛼 − 𝛽)𝑋2𝑌 2 + (𝛼 − 𝛽 − 𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑈𝑋2𝑌 + 1

2 (𝛼 − 𝛽 − 2𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑈2𝑋2 + (𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑈2𝑋𝑌

+ 1
3

(

4𝑑5 − 7𝑑6 + 𝑑7 + 6𝑑8 + 6𝛼 − 8 (𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿)
)

𝑋𝑌𝑊 2 +
(

𝛼 + 𝛽 − 𝑑6 − 𝑑7 + 𝑑8
)

𝑌 2𝑊 2 + 𝑑8𝑋
2𝑊 2,

𝐹2(𝑁2, �̇�) = (−𝛼 + 𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑋2�̇� − (2𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑌 2�̇� − (2𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑌 2�̇� + (𝛼 − 𝛽 − 𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑋𝑌 �̇� + (𝛼 − 𝛽 − 2𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑈𝑋�̇�

+ 3(𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑈𝑌 �̇� − 3(𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑈𝑋�̇� + (−𝛼 + 𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑋2�̇� + (2𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑋𝑌 �̇� + (2𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑈𝑌 �̇�

+ 1
3

(

−3𝛼 + 𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿 + 4𝑑5 − 4𝑑6 + 𝑑7
)

𝑊
(

𝑋�̇� −𝑊 �̇�
)

+ 1
3

(

4𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿 + 4𝑑5 − 𝑑6 + 4𝑑7
)

𝑊
(

𝑊 �̇� − 𝑌 �̇�
)

.
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Distortion equations — The remaining five equations of motion correspond to variations of the distortion fields:
𝛼�̈� + 𝛽𝑌 + (𝛼𝑋 + 𝛽𝑌 ) �̇� + 2𝑑1

(

4𝐻�̇� + �̈�
)

−
(

6𝑎0 + 2𝑑9 − 𝑑10
)

𝑋 +
(

6𝑎0 − 𝑑10 + 2𝑑11
)

𝑌 +
(

𝑑13 − 𝑑12
)

𝑈 + 2 ( 𝑑9 − 𝑑11

+ 2𝑑12 − 2𝑑13 )𝑍 +
[

(

3𝛼 − 9𝛽 − 6(𝛾 + 𝛿) − 𝑑6 + 𝑑7
)

𝑊 2 + (5𝛽 − 𝛼 + 8𝛾 + 4𝛿)𝑈2 + (5𝛼 + 2(𝛽 + 𝛾))𝑈𝑋 − (2𝛼 + 5𝛽 − 2𝛾)𝑈𝑌

− (𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑋2 + (5𝛼 − 7𝛽 − 2(𝛾 + 𝛿))𝑋𝑌 + (−𝛼 − 𝛽 − 𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑌 2
]

𝐻 +
[

(4𝛼 + 𝛽)�̇� + (𝛼 + 4𝛽)�̇� + (𝛼 + 𝛽)�̇�
]

𝐻

+ 4
[

(𝛼 + 𝛽)𝑈 + 𝛽𝑋 + 𝛼𝑌
]

𝐻2 + (𝛽 − 𝛼)𝑋𝑌 2 + (2(𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿) − 𝛼)𝑈2𝑋 − (3𝛽 + 4𝛾 + 2𝛿)𝑈2𝑌 + (𝛼 − 𝛽)𝑋2𝑌 − (𝛼 + 𝛽)𝑈𝑊 2

+ 1
3

(

6𝛼 − 8(𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿) + 4𝑑5 − 7𝑑6 + 𝑑7
)

𝑊 2𝑋 + 1
3

(

14𝛽 + 8(𝛾 + 𝛿) − 4𝑑5 + 𝑑6 − 7𝑑7
)

𝑊 2𝑌 + (𝛼 − 𝛽 − 𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑈𝑋2

− 2(𝛼 + 𝛽)𝑈𝑋𝑌 + (2𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑈𝑌 2 + 2(𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑈�̇� − 𝛽𝑌 �̇� + 2(𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑈�̇� + 𝛼𝑋�̇� + (𝛼 − 𝛽 − 𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑋�̇� − ( 2𝛽

+ 𝛾 + 𝛿 ) 𝑌 �̇� + (𝛼 − 𝛽 − 𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑋�̇� − (2𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑌 �̇� − 1
3

(

−3𝛼 + 5𝛽 + 2(𝛾 + 𝛿) + 8𝑑5 − 5𝑑6 + 5𝑑7
)

𝑊 �̇� = 0 (B3)
(𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿)�̈� + (2(𝛽 + 𝛾) + 𝛿)𝑌 +

[

(𝛼 + 𝛾)𝑋 + 𝛾𝑌 + 2(𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑈
]

�̇� + (𝛼 − 3𝛽)𝐻�̇� − 𝛽�̈� +
(

𝑑10 − 6𝑎0
)

𝑋 + 2𝑑11𝑌

+
(

3𝑎0 + 𝑑13
)

𝑈 +
(

2𝑑9 − 2𝑑11 + 3𝑑12 − 4𝑑13 + 𝑑15
)

𝑍 +
[

(

𝑑7 − 3(2𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿)
)

𝑊 2 + (3𝛽 + 4𝛾 + 2𝛿)𝑈2 + (2𝛼 + 5𝛽 + 6𝛾

+ 3𝛿)𝑈𝑋 + (−6𝛽 − 4𝛾 − 3𝛿)𝑈𝑌 + (−𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑋2 + (2𝛼 − 4𝛽 − 𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑋𝑌
]

𝐻 +
[

(𝛼 + 4𝛽 + 6𝛾 + 3𝛿)�̇� + 3(2(𝛽 + 𝛾) + 𝛿)�̇�

+ (3𝛽 + 4𝛾 + 2𝛿)�̇�
]

𝐻 +
[

(𝛼 + 8𝛽 + 9𝛾 + 5𝛿)𝑈 + (4𝛽 + 3𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑋 + (𝛼 + 𝛽 + 3𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑌
]

𝐻2 + 1
3

(

6𝛼 − 8(𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿) + 4𝑑5

− 7𝑑6 + 𝑑7 + 6𝑑8
)

𝑊 2𝑋 + 2
(

𝛼 + 𝛽 − 𝑑6 − 𝑑7 + 𝑑8
)

𝑊 2𝑌 + (𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑈2𝑋 − (2(𝛽 + 𝛾) + 𝛿)𝑈2𝑌 − (2𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑈𝑊 2

+ (𝛼 − 𝛽 − 𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑈𝑋2 + 2(𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑈�̇� − 2(2𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑈𝑋𝑌 + (𝛼 − 𝛽)𝑋2𝑌 + (𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑋�̇� − (2(𝛽 + 𝛾) + 𝛿)𝑌 �̇�

+ (𝛼 − 𝛽 − 𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑋�̇� − (2𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑌 �̇� − 1
3

(

4𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿 + 4𝑑5 − 𝑑6 + 4𝑑7
)

𝑊 �̇� = 0, (B4)
(𝛼 + 𝛽)𝐻�̇� +

(

3𝑎0 + 𝑑12
)

𝑋 +
(

3𝑎0 + 𝑑13
)

𝑌 + 2𝑑14𝑈 +
(

2𝑑9 + 𝑑10 + 2𝑑12 − 𝑑13 − 8𝑑14 + 𝑑15
)

𝑍 +
[

(𝛼 − 5𝛽 − 4(2𝛾 + 𝛿))𝑈

+ (−2𝛽 − 3𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑋 + (𝛼 − 𝛽 − 3𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑌
]

𝐻2 +
[

2(𝛼 − 2(𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿))𝑈𝑋 + (6𝛽 + 8𝛾 + 4𝛿)𝑈𝑌 + (𝛼 + 𝛽)𝑊 2 − 𝛾𝑋2

+ 2(𝛼 + 𝛽)𝑋𝑌 + 𝛾𝑌 2 + (𝛼 − 2(𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿))�̇� + (−3𝛽 − 4𝛾 − 2𝛿)�̇�
]

𝐻 + (𝛼𝑋 − 𝛽𝑌 )�̇� + (𝛼 − 𝛽 − 2𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑈𝑋2

+ 2(𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑈𝑋𝑌 − (2(𝛽 + 𝛾) + 𝛿)𝑈𝑌 2 + (𝛼 − 𝛽 − 𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑊 2𝑋 − (2𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑊 2𝑌 + (𝛼 − 𝛽 − 𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑋2𝑌

− (2𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑋𝑌 2 + (𝛼 − 𝛽 − 2𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑋�̇� + (𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑌 �̇� − (𝛽 + 2𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑋�̇� + (2(𝛽 + 𝛾) + 𝛿)𝑌 �̇� = 0, (B5)
(

𝑑12 − 𝑑15
)

𝑋 +
(

−2𝑑9 + 2𝑑11 − 3𝑑12 + 4𝑑13 − 𝑑15
)

𝑌 −
(

2𝑑9 + 𝑑10 + 2𝑑12 − 𝑑13 − 8𝑑14 + 𝑑15
)

𝑉

+
(

8𝑑9 + 3𝑑10 − 2𝑑11 + 8𝑑12 − 7𝑑13 − 24𝑑14 + 5𝑑15
)

𝑍 = 0, (B6)
2
(

−6𝑎0 + 𝑑16
)

𝑊 +
(

−4𝑑5 + 3𝑑6 − 3𝑑7 − 𝛼 + 3𝛽 + 2 (𝛾 + 𝛿)
)

𝐻2𝑊 + 2 (𝛼 − 𝛽)𝑊 3 + 2 (𝛼 − 𝛽 − 𝛾 − 𝛿)𝑈𝑊𝑋 + 2𝑑8𝑊𝑋2

− 2 (2𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿)𝑈𝑊 𝑌 + 2
3

(

4𝑑5 − 7𝑑6 + 𝑑7 + 6𝑑8 + 6𝛼 − 8 (𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿)
)

𝑊𝑋𝑌 + 2
(

−𝑑6 − 𝑑7 + 𝑑8 + 𝛼 + 𝛽
)

𝑊 𝑌 2

+
(

𝑑6 − 2𝑑5 − 𝑑7 + 𝛼 − 3𝛽 − 2 (𝛾 + 𝛿)
)

𝑊 �̇� +
[

2 (𝛼 + 𝛽)𝑈𝑊 −
(

4𝑑5 − 6𝑑6 + 𝑑7 + 3𝛼 − 5 (𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿)
)

𝑊𝑋

+
(

4𝑑5 − 𝑑6 + 6𝑑7 − 8𝛽 − 5 (𝛾 + 𝛿)
)

𝑊 𝑌 + 2
(

𝑑5 − 𝑑6 + 𝑑7 − 2 (𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿)
)

�̇�
]

𝐻 − 1
3

(

4𝑑5 − 4𝑑6 + 𝑑7 − 3𝛼 + 𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿
)

𝑊 �̇�

+ 1
3

(

4𝑑5 − 𝑑6 + 4𝑑7 + 4𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿
)

𝑊 �̇� + 1
3

(

𝑑5 − 𝑑6 + 𝑑7 − 2 (𝛽 + 𝛾 + 𝛿)
)

�̈� = 0. (B7)
Specifically Eq. (B3) is 𝛿𝑆∕𝛿𝑌 −𝛿𝑆∕𝛿𝑋 = 0, Eq. (B4) is 𝛿𝑆∕𝛿𝑌 = 0, Eq. (B5) is 𝛿𝑆∕𝛿𝑉 = 0, Eq. (B6) is 𝛿𝑆∕𝛿𝑉 −𝛿𝑆∕𝛿𝑍 = 0,
and Eq. (B7) is 𝛿𝑆∕𝛿𝑊 = 0.

C. Particle spectrographs

Conventions — The particle spectra are obtained using the Particle Spectrum for Any Tensor Lagrangian (PSALTer) soft-
ware [19, 98, 147–149]. Near Minkowski spacetime, we take the metric perturbation to be ℎ𝜇𝜈 ≡ 𝑔𝜇𝜈 −𝜂𝜇𝜈 . In MAG, we take the
connection Γ 𝜌

𝜇𝜈 to be inherently perturbative. Conjugate to ℎ𝜇𝜈 is the linearised stress-energy tensor 𝑇 𝜇𝜈 , and conjugate to Γ 𝜌
𝜇𝜈 is

the linearised hypermomentum Δ𝜇𝜈
𝜌. Under projection with the unit-timelike vector 𝑛𝜇𝑛𝜇 ≡ 1, where 𝑛𝜇 ≡ 𝑘𝜇∕𝑘 for 𝑘2 ≡ 𝑘𝜇𝑘𝜇and 𝑘𝜇 the massive four-momentum, the various SO(3) irreducible parts of these quantities are presented in Figs. 2 and 3. They
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have spin-parity (𝐽𝑃 ) labels to identify them. Duplicate 𝐽𝑃 states can arise, and these are distinguished by extra labels ‘#1’, ‘#2’,
etc. The analyses in Figs. 4 to 8 were performed across 64 AMD® Ryzen Threadripper CPUs. Further details are provided in the
supplemental materials [144].

FIG. 2. Kinematic structure of the metric perturbation ℎ𝜇𝜈 . These definitions are used in Figs. 4 to 8. See [148] for further notational details.
This is a vector graphic: all details are visible under magnification.

Gravity with 𝐾-screening — We will first study the model considered in Section IV A. The conditions in Eq. (42) may be
imposed with the rules

𝑎0 → 0, 𝑐6 → −2𝑐1 + 6𝑐16 + 2𝑐2 − 2𝑐3 − 𝑐4 + 𝑐5, 𝑐8 →
𝑐11
2

+
𝑐12
2

− 3𝑐16 − 𝑐7, 𝑐9 → −𝑐10 +
𝑐11
2

+
𝑐12
2

− 3𝑐16. (C1)
To simplify the formulae for the masses of the various propagating particles, we consider the case where only 𝑎1 and 𝑎4 are
non-zero. By comparing with Eq. (25), we see that these parameters modulate the ‘index-for-index squares’ of the torsion and
non-metricity, respectively. Thus, they are somewhat analagous to the Kretschmann scalar for curvature, and we take them to be
representative of the mass-dimension-two parameters that may be included in the model. Accordingly, we impose the conditions

𝑎2 → 0, 𝑎3 → 0, 𝑎5 → 0, 𝑎6 → 0, 𝑎7 → 0, 𝑎8 → 0, 𝑎9 → 0, 𝑎10 → 0, 𝑎11 → 0. (C2)
When Eqs. (C1) and (C2) are applied to Eq. (25), the resulting partial particle spectrum is shown in Fig. 4. The abundance of
unconstrained parameters makes the computation of the full spectrum difficult, and the 1− sector is entirely neglected at this stage.
Despite this, there is enough information about the remaining massive 𝐽𝑃 sectors to begin constraining the model. Beginning
with the 2− sector, we see that the denominator of the saturated propagator (the pseudo-determinant of the wave operator matrix)
is a quadratic in 𝑘2 – we thus expect two massive poles. Generically, the expressions for the square masses in terms of the
remaining Lagrangian couplings will contain radicals owing to the quadratic formula, and these are awkward points about which
to compute pole residues when determining the unitarity of the model. To proceed, we impose further constraints so as to remvoe
the coefficient of 𝑘4. This coefficient is a quadratic form in the mass-dimension-zero couplings, which is problematic because it is
computationally preferable to impose linear constraints among the couplings. An impartial (i.e. parameterisation-independent)
approach is to diagonalise the quadratic form as a weighted sum of squares, and insist that each term vanish separately. This
approach yields the constraints

𝑐4 → 2𝑐2, 𝑐5 → 4𝑐1, 𝑐16 → −
𝑐1
3

+
𝑐2
3

+
𝑐3
3
, (C3)

and, in fact, these eliminate not only the 𝑘4 coefficient but also the coefficient of 𝑘2: there is accordingly no massive 2− particle
from this point forward. After imposing Eq. (C3), the determinants for the remaining 𝐽𝑃 sectors are naturally much simplified.
Proceeding to the 1+ sector, a similar quartic system is attempted to be reduced to a single massive pole using the same method,
yielding the constraints

𝑐2 → −𝑐1 + 𝑐10 − 𝑐11 + 𝑐7, 𝑐3 → 2𝑐1 − 𝑐10 + 𝑐7, 𝑐12 → 2𝑐10 − 3𝑐11 + 6𝑐7, (C4)
but once again this removes the 1+ particle entirely. Imposing Eqs. (C3) and (C4) on Fig. 4 suggests that one massive particle
will still arise from each of the 0+, 0− 2+ and 3− sectors. However, the 1− sector was not yet considered at all. When Eqs. (C1)
to (C4) are applied to Eq. (25), the partial particle spectrum for the 1− sector is simple enough to be obtainable, but still too large
to present (see the supplemental materials [144]). Commensurate with the large size of its wave operator and saturated propagator
matrices, the 1− sector contains a quartic in 𝑘2, suggesting that there will be four massive poles. It is easiest to begin ‘half-way
through’ by eliminating the 𝑘4 coefficient once again. This coefficient is a sum of quadratic forms in the mass-dimension-zero
couplings, one multiplied by 𝑎1𝑎34 and the other by 𝑎21𝑎

2
4. Eliminating them both independently yields, respectively

𝑐11 → 2𝑐7, 𝑐14 → 3𝑐10 + 2𝑐13, 𝑐15 → 3𝑐10 + 2𝑐13, (C5a)
𝑐7 → 0, 𝑐10 → 0, 𝑐13 → 0. (C5b)

As was the experience with Eqs. (C3) and (C4), the whole of the 1− sector is actually rendered non-propagating by Eqs. (C5a)
and (C5b), although this was not our intention. When Eqs. (C5a) and (C5b) are applied sequentially on Fig. 5, all the massive
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FIG. 3. Kinematic structure of the affine connection Γ 𝜌
𝜇𝜈 . These definitions are used in Figs. 4 to 8. See [148] for further notational details.

This is a vector graphic: all details are visible under magnification.

poles vanish except for that arising from the 0− sector: the system is now simple enough that the full spectral analysis may be
performed and presented. When Eqs. (C1) to (C4), (C5a) and (C5b) are applied to Eq. (25), the resulting particle spectrograph is
shown in Fig. 5. The 0− sector contains a single massive pole, as expected. The outcome of the massless analysis is very much
harder to anticipate from the computations above. In this case, the software tells us that there are no massless particles whatever.
The paucity of propagating d.o.f in the final model means that unitarity is easy to achieve, indeed the no-tachyon and no-ghost
conditions are respectively

𝑎1 < 0 < 𝑐1. (C6)

As explained in Section IV A, the model we have constructed is simply the square of the Holst operator, with added mass terms.
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FIG. 4. Partial particle spectrograph of Eq. (25) after the sequential imposition of Eqs. (C1) and (C2). For brevity, the analysis is halted once
the matrix representations of the wave operators and saturated propagators have been computed. Neither the wave operator nor the saturated
propagator matrix for the spin-parity 1− sector are attempted to be computed at this stage, since they are too cumbersome. All quantities are
defined in Figs. 2 and 3. See [148] for further notational details. This is a vector graphic: all details are visible under magnification.

FIG. 5. Complete particle spectrograph of Eq. (25) after the sequential imposition of Eqs. (C1) to (C4), (C5a) and (C5b), to be compared
with Fig. 4. The saturated propagator matrix for the spin-parity 1− sector has been omitted due to its large size (though it is still computed).
All quantities are defined in Figs. 2 and 3. See [148] for further notational details. This is a vector graphic: all details are visible under
magnification.

Integrable gravity and its Maxwell limit — We now turn to the model considered in Section IV B. The condition that all
the {

𝑑1,… , 𝑑8
} vanish may be imposed with the replacements

𝑐5 → 4𝑐6 + 2𝑐7 + 2𝑐8, 𝑐4 → 𝑐6, 𝑐3 → −𝑐6 − 𝑐7 − 𝑐8, 𝑐2 → 2𝑐6 + 𝑐7 + 𝑐8, 𝑐16 → −𝑐6 − 𝑐7 − 𝑐8,
𝑐11 → −𝑐12 − 6𝑐6 − 4𝑐7 − 4𝑐8, 𝑐10 → 𝑐7 + 𝑐8 − 𝑐9, 𝑐1 → 𝑐6,

(C7)

and the condition that the {

𝑎1,… , 𝑎11
} vanish may be imposed with the replacements

𝑎1 → 0, 𝑎2 → 0, 𝑎3 → 0, 𝑎4 → 0, 𝑎5 → 0, 𝑎6 → 0, 𝑎7 → 0, 𝑎8 → 0, 𝑎9 → 0, 𝑎10 → 0, 𝑎11 → 0. (C8)
When Eqs. (C7) and (C8) are applied to the model in Eq. (25), the resulting partial particle spectrum is shown in Fig. 6. As
with Fig. 4, in the first instance, the analysis is performed only up to the computation of the denominators of the propagators
for each spin-parity sector. It is clear from Fig. 6 that there will be multiple massive d.o.f, because these denominators contain
various roots. Out of necessity, we will eliminate the 3− and two 2− d.o.f by sending their square masses to infinite magnitude,
and as a means of simplifying the model we do the same for the 1+ mode. Neither of the 0+ or 0− modes contains a massive pole;
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the 1− mode contains a single massive pole, but the expression for its mass is still slightly cumbersome. The relevant masses are
made to diverge by imposing the further replacements

𝑐6 → 0, 𝑐8 → −𝑐7, 𝑐12 → 𝑐7 + 𝑐9. (C9)
The complete particle spectrograph resulting from the sequential imposition of Eqs. (C7) to (C9) on Eq. (25) is shown in Fig. 7.
This full analysis confirms the massive 1− mode, along with four massless polarisations whose presence was not previously
obvious. Two of these polarisations may be associated with the graviton, since their no-ghost conditions depend only on the 𝑎0-
coupling. The other two polarisations presumably have their origin in the massless limit of some higher-spin mode, whose mass
was removed by the conditions in Eq. (C8). The expression for the mass of the 1− mode is now simpler, but it turns out to have a
cumbersome pole residue which still hinders the unitarity analysis: to remove this d.o.f entirely we once again take the limit of
infinite mass with the final condition

𝑐15 → −𝑐14. (C10)
The complete particle spectrograph resulting from the sequential imposition of Eqs. (C7) to (C10) on Eq. (25) is shown in Fig. 8.
The massless spectra are the same as in Fig. 7, though the extra massless pole residue is somwhat simplified. The total conditions
for unitarity can be readily computed as

𝑎0 < 0 < 𝑐13. (C11)
As explained in Section IV B, the model leading to Eq. (C11) can be understood as the square of the homothetic curvature.

FIG. 6. Partial particle spectrograph of Eq. (25) after the sequential imposition of Eqs. (C7) and (C8). For brevity, the analysis is halted
once the matrix representations of the wave operators and saturated propagators have been computed. The saturated propagator matrix for the
spin-parity 1− sector has been omitted due to its large size (though it is still computed). All quantities are defined in Figs. 2 and 3. See [148]
for further notational details. This is a vector graphic: all details are visible under magnification.
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FIG. 7. Complete particle spectrograph of Eq. (25) after the sequential imposition of Eqs. (C7) to (C9), to be compared with Fig. 6. The
saturated propagator matrix for the spin-parity 1− sector has been omitted due to its large size (though it is still computed). All quantities are
defined in Figs. 2 and 3. See [148] for further notational details. This is a vector graphic: all details are visible under magnification.

FIG. 8. Complete particle spectrograph of Eq. (25) after the sequential imposition of Eqs. (C7) to (C10), to be compared with Fig. 7. The
saturated propagator matrix for the spin-parity 1− sector has been omitted due to its large size (though it is still computed). All quantities are
defined in Figs. 2 and 3. See [148] for further notational details. This is a vector graphic: all details are visible under magnification.
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